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P-1 ZRERRAEME &1

b E 13Tk A DAEIEDOF TR E XL L TWAHRGEOREE L THER I .
SERRBORICHF R E 2B AEEFOR R LT HEREREICBONTHE
X L2pWEEfER SR 25l &R T2 e D (Fig 1), (EEWEICLDT L
U — PR R FE A T HIEIE 2 R SR VWHEBRBEICB W THLREODSNK
ORIEZ G| SR Z L, ALFWEZH O HBEREIC L > T3ty mEIC 2 2546
b o7, FEEE LI TEIEFICEERMEL 22 (E. 2005),

EEWE DT VL X — M R A - T HE 2 RERIEE SV, RE
EAIEICE VAT D7 LbF— M B R ITEER T L —6 L <IFIVALT
LLE— LT, JEHE SN T U U SBRSER & 2 DA E b 5,
T LIV — A ERICE D ETOWBRIL, LLTO 4 BT LS,
OibFE & o, @7 LA —MWEORMH. @7 L ¥ —MHWE DR
W, @7 LX) AR 2 MRS K D1 < B/ O

ZNHD4BBEOBIED 5B, ORVQZEEIEM &V JEIED A T = X 4

% Fig 2\ Uiz, MU X VL ENBF I EmR 5 & LEwEITE



RSB ERETHIET, 7 I7F /A MK o TEESHIERIEWD

YA MIARTTNA N & TERMEE L HUER R e - LB S h

5. D%, FURIRSMIENTED Y o fiEE L, U U NEINTY 8K

(AP EDIER A ZET DHURIRTMMT oI, (LT EZEB LY /35K

(EAEY > /\ER) ol - HIEL T~ 5 2 & TRAEDASLL, T

NERARIEL 727, T ORI RS S, BE RO KRR Z O

L E 2 BT DEAEY VRERIC K o CHE - EIS L, ZOMRERE (K

JER) BElEEIEIND, ZITORUV@OBRITELME L FING (K.

2005),

CFE ORI, —EREBLTLE D LEIRT 5 Z LITREE CATE

OimBEEZFE LT SETLE I LD, b, EEMFEEEPRERE, &

I EMEFEME OARHRFICBV CGHEN L ERERAELETH Y . (LEY

B D B JERAEME ORI T AR AL O @A LIRRICEE TH 2,



P2 REBEHEARBROESE

R JERAEIZ B9~ 5 AR G OF% 813 Organisation for Economic Co-operation
and Development (OECD) (T X » THEMIEFILE (Adverse Outcome Pathway:
AOP) L LTEEDHLNATVD (OECD,2012), FRIEREAENE AOP (TIHE L~
TEIZRDASDF—A 2 (KE) 8%V, ZHbZ#ET Adverse Outcome

(AO) THDHRIEICED (Fig.3),

KE-1:RE ¥ v /R B & OEFHEE

KE-2:7 7 F /¥4 b OEMA

KE-3: IR AR DT AL

KE-4:V > RERD 45 A

A AT RERYEMRBRIE & LT, A0 £ TEFMET5E/LE > EZ AW
7= Guinea pig maximization test (GPMT: Magunusson and Kligman, 1969) & (X
Buehler test (BT: Buehler, 1965) (Fig.4) 73& Y. OECD Test Guideline (TG)
406 & L CE S (OECD, 1992), 2N FE TIZEL OTF — X BHFICHV L
T&7z, ZHHDOFEILAO ThDHRIEDFKIEDH B4 HHRBIE L CRERE

2R S D720, EERRER LOEONT, BRI SRR, BiicE



MabG 25 VWIHlilEbH o, TN OOMBICK L, Kimber et al. (Kimber et
al., 1989; Basketter et al., 1996) 2L - TBA% S vz~ 7 2% H\ % Local Lymph
Node Assay (LLNA) %, KE-4 £ Tl %5 2 & TR 25 < 208
~OER AL, U o/ EROEFESS & U PEARRR S 4172 Thymidine (3H-
TdR) OWVAHZRET D2 & CEEFMA FTREIZ L7z (Fig.5). S HITAK
EIBGME L I D D RETH D EC3EZ BRI T 52 & T, REREMHIRE 2 E
EMICFEHET 2 Z L NFRETH S (Kimber et al., 2003), LLNA X OECD TG429
(OECD, 2010) & L THRE S, AIROFR 72 EnSEi 2 AV BRIE L L
THE-BREINTEBY, HRMIASHAINTWLRRIETH S,

— T, BMEEOBIAID 2013 F£I2 EUALBEmER 2R S (EU,
2013) . B ERL EM L 1-WE 22 T/biEa O BU BN ToOjt@a»EE RS
o 2O BE AWV EREREERBRAEE (CUTREE) OBBRRER
O TGAENEFRIL L TS, BARENIZEBW TS, 2018 FITITELFEE 16
3 DDEIRD KE &1 \—F HRFER T CRERBRNB NS ERRMRER
EBRATELHA X U ARRRESNT- (BEFEE,2018), ZDXHITHET
ITHRARICEBNTEEENER SN TETEY, BEERE CIIZE2BITIERNAT
B2 b OO, FFRAEMRER A Y & < BRE TIIEW 2 AW 7R WalBRIEOF A

~OBITL TV it > T 5,



P-3 REBVEMRBRL)VXRZ7ala=kr— gV

ZIVE TS, ALFWE DR R EZ TR 53 BRIEIC OV TR TE -
23, B FOFFEMERELZER S 52O ITRBREOR H & WAT LT, fEFE
U A7 ODEBOT=O DREFMFROLF, ThDBY A7 aIia=r—s
VISLETH D, Globally Harmonized System of Classification and Labelling of
Chemicals (GHS) %, {bFMOMEHREEMN T L IZHEEER T ~L (Fig
6) KRBT —H T — NONEOHFMZ B E LICEBREGIZE > TED LI
TR —SNT—ALTHY, VAT aia=r— gV —LE LT
HRFCELSFAEIN TS (UN, 2019), GHS TIHbFMEOFEEFED
EEWC o THEENn s, BERIEEICOWTT, REREEEZET 2WE
WL TR 1 EhESN, R THREEMEEREDRIICE > TR ST 5
TENTE, BEOCREEMEITIR S 1A, ZOMOEEEYE XX 1B &4
b, ZOMRSIZEL TUTERBROT — 2 2 HWTHET 2561
OECD TG406 }2 U* OECD TG429 DB R 2 W CTH¥ERIRE T, BUE in vitro
HEpEL B2 OMOREBIEICE L TIXS 1 £ THENAIETH D,

X IHBEE ST BE IROEBIEEME 2S5 TX 5720, LY EfMY

AT HAA NERRRIZL, B NOBELSFLT-OICHIEFICAERRIER L
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P-4 AHFZFEDOEH

g & A7 BRBRTE TIL LLNA A E3 & 725 TV D23, LLNA (3RS RAL
& RD) #HW57-0, BARENICEWDTIZES ITEWER ORISR 5
WNCEFEE Th 2 SRR EEE ORBENLEL 2 | EPE#ETH -
oo THERRT D720, Fx LRI Z AV 720 LLNA:BrdU-ELISA Z B L

(Fig. 7: Takeyoshi et al., 2001) . AHY72/3Y 7 — 2 U582 #%7-% OECD
TG442B & L CIN#k =4 (OECD, 2018), BRIZEMfENTWD, Ll
. LLNA:BrdU-ELISA (X GHS fIX /5 OFEMENRFIE Lo, VA7 a3
=h—va & LTRVWEEEME 2S5 5720100%. FiEx v 7a#izs
GHS M5y DEMEZRET 2 MLENH L FRED),

Flo. RERIEED 1 DORBRELTHET LAX—HERH D | ALHELLE
WHOFEMIERALE LTEETH D, #HEHFEE L TIE Adjuvant and Strip 1%
(Sato et al. 1980) K U ~— 3 —{k (Herber 1969) O X 5 72 E/LE v k& AW -3 Bk
ER—EEICHN LN TWDER, 2O OBEFEOXRT LLX—MREREIL, Bl
RO R ERRZ R 572, i < OB & RVERBIB N LECTH -
7o EBHIT,ICH A K74 2810 (2013) TlE, 2T HOBEFEOXT LLF —14%

ABRIEIT, B NS L TTRIATREM AR TH D |, AN T —va b EiE



ENTNWRNED, BEBEINDIAT VX —MEHE L FRICHNS Z L1
BRI NRNE SN TND, ZTDOTH, LLNA O X 5 2B E#ICERL, FOR
BRI DS BERRBRIEORERIMLETH D GREO),

ZZET, BWERV L EERIEERBROBEELF T CE N, BhE A
IRV FERAEMERBRIC b IRED B o T2, ZALE TIZB% S OECD TG k&
T & 72U OECD O R JEREAENE AOP H1 D KE-1, KE-2 X NKE-3 DWW T4
1 FEE AN LERBRE 7eo T D, WTHORERIE S B ToOREBRETIX
HIERE LICRER D D720, R 5 FEORBFIELHAE DT CRHMET 5
Integrated Approaches to Testing and Assessment (IATA) 7% OECD THA ¥ > A1k
Sn->2&H % (OECD,2019), Zd9H b, KE-2 ZiHfi 4~ 55BriE S LTI
KeratinoSens™ J U LuSens & PE{T41 % Fi£78 OECD TG442D (OECD, 2018)
Lo TR, ELFHAEN TV, LrLAERL, ZhbORBRIEIIERME
KOG EHIE SN LO2WER S Y | ERE LOMBEEHFT 5, I bICAR
BRCHWD HELZIRET L 72O MlamM: 2 78l 5 72 D BN Tk 2 M2
L, AREBRICBNWTH 7 7 F /A FOIEE & IFNICaEERER A T 5
VENDHVIEMTHD, 2T, & h~OEEMN ) A7 RO HI2 X 0 &k

O ERABIEORENLEL > T FRER),

W

bz &t AR TR, BEOICKR L CidF 4 23B% L7z LLNA :

10



BrdU-ELISA % HV /= GHS i X5 DEEHED R TE K O FE R MEDAEZ TV, #RE
@It LTI G REAEMERBRIE & L CTEEMEO RV LLNA 2058 LSk E )
OFERFHET VLT —HERBRIEORFE 1TV, REGICKH L TETr 7 F 7
T A b OIEVEAL & MR 2 RIREEEAR AT RE 72 ShE BE D> DB 8 22 84 in vitro &
EAEMERBIE OB 21TV, REBIEMRBIEOBMAM ALK T2 LT
D OBBOMREZRA, LFEMEOE M T 2 HEEMFEL N X7 a3 2
=h—varORERL, ALEWEICL D MORERBOKBICEMRT 5 2

LERARE LT
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Fig. 1 Allergic contact dermatitis caused by fragrancesmanifesting as cheilitis after

application of lipstick (Salvador et al., 2017)
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Fig. 2 Mechanism of skin sensitization (7, 2005)
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Fig. 3 Skin sensitization Adverse Outcome Pathway (OECD, 2012)



Fig. 4 Outline of Guinea pig maximization test (above, Magunusson and Kligman,
1969) and Buehler test (below, Buehler, 1965)
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Fig. 5 Outline of local lymph node assay (LLNA: Kimber et al., 1989; Basketter et al.,
1996 )
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Fig. 7 Outline of LLNA:BrdU-ELISA (Takeyoshi et al., 2001)
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# 1% LLNA:BrdU-ELISA % V72 GHS #IX 4 DR

1-1 /PR

FBIERAEMEIC L o TS ENDH T LXK —MHEMEERIILSRBEIh
7o B R OVARE AR CTH Y (Kimber et al. 2002,2011) , —4£ %8 U THx
DAEFERLHBRE A EL LD, it T ALEWE O KEBIENEART v v
WOFHEE ORI A7 ala=r—vard52 8%, b MOBUT 2 EERIENE

AT Zi/MRIZEEDDTOIZIEFICHERATH S,

Globally Harmonized System (GHS) 2 X (LW EOHEEE T > 7,
ICFWENHE FORESLRREAZRET L2 L2 AL LIt EmE oL
FHIHEESEEER L G L. 2L FWE ORI O DI LB IR E#) 4
G T2 2R THHA SN TV L HEERFEROMLEI AT L THD  (United
Nations, 2019) .

UT4E. Organization of Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) ¢ [E] A% v
fbsn/e7 A NTA RZ A4 (TG) & 725 T % Guinea pig maximization test
U* Buehler test 72 & DE/LE v b & A7z B EAEMRBRTE (OECD TG406) <2,

~ U A% H\ 72 Local Lymph Node Assay (LLNA, OECD TG429: A& TlX X5 D
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72® LLNA-RI L&KL T %) 2 GHS Ko 1 b PEEDET 5515 & L TIAL
HoNTWD, Zbd 3 DORBRIEIMFWE DBIEMERT o ¥ /VITHED
& . GHS MiX43 1A/IB &3 8 T 5 Z L BNAEETH D,

LLNA: BrdU-ELISA (% RI # W 2 W L 9 128 ZE S472 LLNA TH D | 2010 4
\Z OECD TG442B & 72 5 7= FiETH % (Takeyoshi et al. 2001,2003,2005), LLNA:
BrdU-ELISA [Z Japanese Center for Validation of Alternative Methods  (JaCVAM) |Z
LI ARKENYF—va VRBRICK > TREZENCRELSNEZFETHY

(Kojima et al. 2011) . Interagency Coordinating Committee on the Validation of
Alternative Methods (ICCVAM) (2 X > TCET L E2a—RR2 SN TW5H 7%, GHS
X3 1 OFEENARETH D, L LRSS GHS X3 BE L Cidos A & 038
D78 OFIEIRTNTFG S LTV R0,

F7-. LLNA : BrdU-ELISA (., HFFAAREANTAFTE D CBA RO~V
A CBA/IN DA TH 72728, CBA/IN ¥ T ANHNWLNTEY | gk NV
T—3arb CBAIN v U AZHWTERINZ, £D7H, OECDTG442B I
BWTHHEH~T 2L LT CBAIN v 7 ANFEH I LTV 523, BfE CBA/IN <
U ADEERNRTEEN 2 IRV AFRARERIREL o> TnD, —F, BUE
LLNA (2B T o H#E5ERH L LT CBAJ v~ U AR LN CBA/Ca v U ANZET b

TEH, HRAFIZEBOTLLNA IZ—KBIZEH STV D
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Z 7 CAETIE. LLNA:BrdU-ELISAIZ 33T A Bl 72 GHSHI X 4y Fa v 2 B H

ZEAZHBIE L, LLNA: BrdU-ELISAD 7 L B = —DEICH WO LT — X

DT 21TV GHSHIX Ay B2 R E L, IRE L7 HEHEIZBI L CHUEM M Al

BEZRCBA/I~ 7 A Z AV 72 LLNA:BrdU-ELISAIC 33T % i JH A e 2 254 L 7=,
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1-2 GHSHIR Gy ZEUEDRE

X C®IZ
1-2 TIXICCVAM Test Method Evaluation Report on the Murine Local Lymph Node
Assay: BrdU-ELISA (ICCVAM, 2010a) #Z Hf#fT L. GHSHIX 75 BEHEDORE 21T

>77,

kgL Fik
Data source

AT CHW BT — Z [IICCVAM Test Method Evaluation Report on the
Murine Local Lymph Node Assay: BrdU-ELISA (ICCVAM, 2010a) (ZEEEHDOH D b
D% Tz,

LLNA : BrdU-ELISAZ3 4 3% L7z b EANIZEIT 230 77— 3 Vi
FHITOIL, KREOMRFRETERKE TH HICCVAMEED T L B2 — Dk,
ICCVAM Test Method Evaluation Report on the Murine Local Lymph Node Assay:
BrdU-ELISAL LCE L O bz, BT LEa—DFT—% &y hH, ICCVAM
report (Table 1) U A NDIGHEMER2ME =BT LT, 20 OWEIX

LLNA-RIIZ3\TSI>3, LLNA: BrdU-ELISAIZ W TSI>1.6 D EVECREME & ¥ E
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ENT-WETH D,
EC3K UECLOIFALLNACTHMNIG 2 R T HEREDZ L THY . TiLDF
BN OEM L7z (Basketter et al. 1999)

ECx=c + {(X-d)/(b-d)} x (a-c) X=3 or 1.6
SREXIIAERRGHRS ., BIEEECTHLSHESD L1162 LES (A&,
SI) Th5 (a,b), THED (A&, SD) THD (c,d) ZENETNAN,
ECMEILE bR EIAEMESRE MBS B < . LW O B G RAEMETRE O
HIEIZAARETH D (Kimber er al. 2003) .
2ORBAEVE®E 1X. ICCVAM report (ICCVAM, 2010a) OLLNA-RIOEC3fH %
i L CGHSX A3 1A £ 72 IZGHS K47 1BIZ A3 E L 7,
2REAEMEYE OGHSHEX 31 ZIR D K 9 ITHEX S L7 (United Nations,
2019) .

EC3<2% : GHSIX4y1A, EC3>2% : GHS[X431B
Table 1-31Z/R T8 Y . 13O/LEWENGHSK S TAIC S L, 190(LFW'E

MNGHS XA IBICEE S iz,
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LLNA: BrdU-ELISAIZ L 2 B E/2GHSHIR 530~ v A 7fE (%) DRE
GHSHIX 4y D72~ A 7E (%) ZRET A, MEH Y v4 7
BEZ21%0510%D1%ERECTHRE L., TOBREEEN v b4 7HEIZEE L TKRD

KX TEHELNZLLNA-RIE O—FFE (%) KOFE—HE (%) Z2HEHLT,

—F3 (%) = (LLNA: BrdU-ELISAIZ X % &KX 4y O —EE/LLNA-RIIZ X %

X% x 100

FE—FFE (%) = (LLNA: BrdU-ELISAIC X % &# X4y D FE—F%/ LLNA-RIIC

K DMK 4330 x 100
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it SR
EC1.6/E
LLNA: BrdU-ELISAIZ X 2 EC1.6/E % Table 112 % & 7=,
GHS X3 1ADALZE DEC1.6/E1$0.065%-12.907% D& TH » . GHSK 5>

IBOECI.6fHI$0.862%-73.596% D&iFH & 72 - 7,

LLNA: BrdU-ELISAIZ X 2 B Z2GHSHMIR 534 » A7 (%) DORE
MKy D& H >y b AT (%) (CxtT 2 —BdyFE— Bk DO EIG % Table 2al”
~UTe, MRS ORBERA v M A 7EIZ6%E72137% Th 5 L RIE S 4L, GHS
X7 1A K 'GHS X 53 IBOALFEWE D R —BERIZ LN L 192.3% K% V84.2% &

BHINE, STVAORMIZE > TRERNBEZR D Z LR TNS2-
Mercaptobenzothiazole #Fr < & . GHSX 43 1AD—EHZ(1100% & 72 > 7= (Table

2b),
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RN o

LLNA : BrdU-ELISADGHSHll X /3 FHEDRE D728, ICCVAM Test Method
Evaluation Report on the Murine Local Lymph Node Assay: BrdU-ELISA (ICCVAM,
2010a) Z T LIz& 2 A, izl v M A 7 EITECLOE 6% & RETE,
GHS[X 77 1AK% O'GHS X IBOALSEIE D e K —EHHRIT TN 92.3% K O
84.2% & B H X 41, 2-MercaptobenzothiazoleZ &< &, GHSX 47 1AD—E K (|

100% & 72 > 72,
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Table 1. Date set of chemicals used in this study

. GHS RI-LLNA LLNA:BrdU-ELISA
Chemical name . .
classification EC3 (%) EC1.6 (%)

5-Chloro-2-methyl-4-isothiazolin-3-one

1A 0.009 0.065
solution
p-Benzoquinone 1A 0.01 0.15
2,4-Dinitrochlorobenzene 1A 0.049 0.032
Diphenylcyclopropenone 1A 0.05 0.45
Glutaraldehyde 1A 0.083 0.115
4-phenylenediamine 1A 0.11 0.285
Formaldehyde 1A 0.5 0.163
Cobalt chloride 1A 0.66 0.316
4-Methylaminophenol sulfate 1A 0.8 1.081
trans-Cinnnamaldehyde 1A 1.4 1.53
Isoeugenol 1A 1.5 5.156
2-Mercaptobenzothiazole 1A 1.7 12.907
Cinnamic aldehyde 1A 1.9 4.808
3-aminophenol 1B 32 2.99
Diethyl malate 1B 3.6 8.049
Trimellitic anhydride 1B 4.7 0.862
Nickel sulfate 1B 4.8 1.027
4-Chloroaniline 1B 9 11.029
Sodium lauryl sulfate 1B 8.1 13.334
Citral 1B 9.2 7.143
Hexyl cinnamic aldehyde 1B 9.7 12.92
Eugenol 1B 10.1 8.851
Phenyl benzoate 1B 13.6 16.954
Cinnamic alchol 1B 21 24.091
Cyclamen aldehyde 1B 22.3 41.496
Hydroxycitronellal 1B 24 13.636
Imidazolidinyl urea 1B 24 49.545
Ethylene glycol dimethacrylate 1B 28 31.751
Linalool 1B 30 27.596
Ethyl acrylate 1B 32.8 33.333
Isopropyl myristate 1B 44 9.44
Aniline 1B 47.5 73.596
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Table 2a. Determination of the optimal cutoff (%) for GHS sub-categorization by LLNA: BrdU-ELISA

Proposed GHS sub-category
Cutoff 1A 1B
(%) CORRECT INCORRECT CORRECT INCORRECT
1 61.5% (8/13) 38.5% (5/13) 94.7% (18/19) 5.3% (1/19)
2 76.9% (10/13) 23.1% (3/13) 89.5% (17/19) 10.5% (2/19)
3 76.9% (10/13) 23.1% (3/13) 84.2% (16/19) 15.8% (3/19)
4 76.9% (10/13) 23.1% (3/13) 84.2% (16/19) 15.8% (3/19)
5 84.6% (11/13) 15.4% (2/13) 84.2% (16/19) 15.8% (3/19)
6 92.3% (12/13) 7.7% (1/13) 84.2% (16/19) 15.8% (3/19)
7 92.3% (12/13) 7.7% (1/13) 84.2% (16/19) 15.8% (3/19)
8 92.3% (12/13) 7.7% (1/13) 78.9% (15/19) 21.1% (4/19)
9 92.3% (12/13) 7.7% (1/13) 73.7% (14/19) 26.3% (5/19)
10 92.3% (12/13) 7.7% (1/13) 68.4% (13/19) 31.6% (6/19)

Bold type: Lower cutoft (%) showing the highest percentage of correct outcomes for GHS sub-categories 1A and 1B chemicals.
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Table 2b. Determination of the optimal cutoft (%) for GHS sub-categorization by LLNA: BrdU-ELISA

Proposed GHS sub-category
Cutoff 1A* 1B
(%) CORRECT INCORRECT CORRECT INCORRECT
6 100% (12/12) 0% (0/12) 84.2% (16/19) 15.8% (3/19)

*The correct/incorrect outcomes (%) for GHS category 1A chemicals were calculated by excluding 2-

mercaptobenzothiazole which may cause strain specific low response.
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1-3 CBA/J =7 R % A\ 7= GHS #lI[X 4y E: 48 D5 A AR 3T

XL OIT
1-3 TiE. 1-2 THRE L 7o ii7e GHS MKy DEEEIZEBI LT, LLNA OHESE
FMETdH D CBA/J ¥ A% BV 2 LLNA : BrdU-ELISA D& S~ A 4

GHS FX 53 D3EEEI 72 15 FEOW)'E 2 FVCRHEE L 7=,

BB & ik
==tk

RN TALFEWE L IR % Table 3 1277, {LEWEIL LLNA
performance standard (ICCVAM. 2009) ([ZER#iSLTHY . KD LLNA-RI O
GHS X7y Z#E (UN, 2019) (ZfE-> T GHS 73$E L 7=,

GHS X477 1A: EC3 <2%. GHS X4 1B: EC3 >2%

EC3 B & MX 75 1E# % Table 3 (27”79,

B
7 8 EHin > CBA/J i~ 7 A% Charles River Japan, Inc.  (Kanagawa,

Japan) 7HEE L. BERANIZAEIIS U CTEERICHED T 21T o7, $XTD
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~UR%, KU —HRRr— hr— (215Wx320D*150H mm ¥ 72 1%
210Wx320Dx130H mm) |ZUXZ L, IREE 23£2°C, FHXHEEE 55+15%|CHERF STz
EMEFE LT A Y L—%—F v 7 (Toyoriko Co., Ltd., Tokyo, Japan) |Z CH&
L. f#l#h (MF, Oriental Yeast Co., Tokyo, Japan) & OV/KiE/K % H HIZIER T 5 X
LT, BMERORT A Y L—F—F v 71210~15 %A 7 /V/h O TH
[ZA. 1B 12 K N TAJICBRERLT 2 56T L7z,

TRTO~ U AL, ALFWERFE 7 (CERD OJED 5B E B

(20054E) (Zfft» CALE LT,

LLNA:BrdU-ELISA

A-W)'E % . LLNA performance standard (ICCVAM,2009) |ZFe &k = 71T 5 BEAD
D EC3HIZHE > T, HWEICHOWT 2~3 BEZ RN L COFiRk AT/, 3
HffsEf L C~ 7 ADOEEINIC 25uL oA L72(0~2 H), 4 HBIZ, BrdU
IR OBEEINEENER ESR&H720 Smg) &5 L7z, 5 AR, vV A ZE*
L. B U o Eia B L, BESR & % WoE HIE i (ELISA) 12 X 5 40#r £ C-
20°C THRTF L7z, BrdU OfAIAZ (L ELISA OFER L HIE L7z, ELISA
1L, TEROAFIETET &A1 F > b (Merck KGaA, Darmstadt, Germany; Cat.

no. 11647229001) ZfERH L7z, BENRN U /REAZ 200 A v Y2 DAT UL ARy
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v = (SEMITEC Corp., Osaka, Japan) & 7= [3#f2 2 » L—7— (Falcon 352350,
Corning Inc., NY, USA) # AW THAEL, Mia2Z 15ml A& EHEKICER]IZ
Rl L7, MARRREIE (100 pl) 28 1 ILH3IC2E 96 Ve /v A 7 r ) L—
I (Costar 3595; Corning Inc., NY, USA) ED 3 >D 7 = /LT, =50 B
(3000g. 10 73)#%. EIEZEY RWTHBE S, £ D% 200 11 @ Fix-Denat #i%
& T VICZ, 7 L— hE =R T30 5 RE LEE L7z, Fix-Denat A&
ZrZE L7-% . Bt BrdU-POD i&#Z (100 pl, Boehringer Mannheim Corp. or
included in ELISA kit) &4 7 = JVIZHSHI L 1 BRI ROG S 72, IRWT, £ 7 =)L
% PBS T 3 [E¥E#% L. tetramethylbenzidine Z &3 100 u 1 ODFEEIRER = M4, =
BTH 1S piERIG S/, 1, v~Af 2787 L— KU —%— (ARVO X4, Perkin
Elmer, Inc. 940 Winter Street Waltham, MA 02451 USA & L < I% FLUOstar
OPTIMA, BMG LABTECH, Ortenberg, Germany) % V>, UK 492nm & L
T 370 nm OWIEEECTHEIE L7z, WL BrdU A L L CER Lo, HlM
R (SD 1%, &3BREE O BrdU IEsfE 204 ikt FRAE O BrdU BEafa 82 bR L C

BHLZ,

EC1.6 &

EC1.6 fEi%., LTOFHERZHWTEE L7, Cobalt chloride |2 L Tix, SI
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ERETOESIIBWT 1.6 #Bx7-7-H., #MEINT- EC1.6 Th D ECl.6ex

EIZEHEA B (Ryan er al., 2007) % AW TCEE L7z,

EC1.6=c+ {(1.6-d) / (b-d)} x (a-c) (GtHEK A)

EC1.6ex = 2" {log2c + (1.6-d) (log2a-log2¢)/(b-d)}  (F+EX B)

HERXAICEL T, 13 EREBEORHERXZH VW,
FHEX B X, SIEN 1.6 LV RKEIWVWELEWVEE RO TIERWIEED SI HE
PREBALE, LVEWSIZAET54A1F (ab) &, THEISIZHFT581TFE

(e d) ERLTZ,

GHS X4y

RELFEWEIL, 122 TRE LI FRROEEICHES T, GHS K57 1A £721%
GHS X7 1B 2/ $E LTz,

HEX 73 1A: EC1.6 <6%, #[X4) 1B: EC1.6 >6%
WIZ, 12 THRE LIZHIX o BB > T S 72 GHS K47 1A £721% GHS

X5 IBICEE L SEHEINTALFHDEOEI G A, LTORUiE-> THE LT,
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—E R (%) = (LLNA: BrdU-ELISA [Z &< £ HIX S O—2 L= Mgk /

LLNA-RIZES SR OMEE) X 100

R—EZ (%) = (LLNA: BrdU-ELISA 1233 < B HMIX S D —E L =98 /

LLNA-RI{ZES KM OMEE) X 100

EC3 & EC1.6 OFH RN
LLNA-RI T/ & 417~ EC3 {E & O LLNA:BrdU-ELISA T/5& 547~ ECL1.6 fHICES
L. #EHENT >~ 7 b 7 =7 (Graphpad PRISM version 6.02, Graphpad software

Inc., CA, USA) & AW CTHERBIfRNT 21T - 7=,
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e R

EC1.6 {8

LLNA: BrdU-ELISA OfE I HESWCTEE Z417- EC1.6 fE% Table 4 IZF &

7. GHS X4y 1A OALFE D ECL1.6 fEIZ 0.0095%7> 6 5.03%. GHS X4 1B

DAL E OFEI 6.03%D3 5 T5%DEFH T - 7=,

GHS # X%y

LLNA-RI " HEH ENTZ EC3EIC L » THE IS4 GHS X4 1A Db

Y& 1L, CBA/J ~ 7 A% F\ T LLNA:BrdU-ELISA 725 B H &7z ECL.6 Bl

LoTHGHS K IAICIEELL pEEENZ, £72. £GHS X4 1B A7 =Y

—bZE®E Y GHS K4y IBIZIE L SNz, 1-2 THE L7~ GHS MX 4y

HUeA CBA/J ~ 7 A% AW/~ LLNA:BrdU-ELISA OfERIcEA+T5 2 &tk »

TELNTF—ER/AR—EE% Table 5 12757, 1-2 THE L7 GHS #IX 45 %

WTELNT-FERIX GHS X4 1A 3 XN GHS X473 1B OLZEWE O 5120

T 100% T > 7z,
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EC3 B & EC1.6 fEDFHEE ST
B S N7 MBS ()1 0.9076 (p<0.0001) & L CTHEH &4, LLNA-RI TH 5
7~ EC3fE & . CBA/J ~ 7 A|Z81F 5 LLNA:BrdU-ELISA |2 CE H &7z

EC1.6 & & ORI IRWIE DB = &7z (Fig. 8),

Lo
CBA/] 7 A% v /= LLNA :BrdU-ELISA 76 & H X417~ EC1.6 fEl%. LLNA-
RI 3D EC3EEAHRI L TRV, FHZITI_RET 5 GHS MKy EEIX, CBA/

VU AZRBRICEN L7256 THOEUNIHEET 5 2 LR S v,
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Table 3. Chemicals used in this study

Chemical name CASRN Manufacturer® Furity Vehicle for HLNA oM
(%) BrdU-ELISA® EC3 (%) Sub-category?
CMI? solution 26172-55-4 Fluka 1.3 DMF 0.009 1A
2.,4-Dinitrochlorobenzene 97-00-7 Wako 100.0 AOO 0.049 1A
4-Phenylenediamine 106-50-3 TCI >97 DMF 0.11 1A
Cobalt chloride 7646-79-9 Wako 99.5 DMSO 0.6 1A
Isoeugenol 97-54-1 Wako 99.1 AOO 1.5 1A
2-Mercaptobenzothiazole 149-30-4 TCI >99.0 DMF 1.7 1A
Citral 5392-40-5 Wako 99.48 AOO 9.2 1B
Hexyl cinnamic aldehyde 101-86-0 Wako 98.0 AOO 9.7 1B
Eugenol 97-53-0 TCI 99.3 AOO 10.1 1B
Phenyl benzoate 93-99-2 Wako >99.0 AOO 13.6 1B
Cinnamic alcohol 104-54-1 Wako >97 AOO 21 1B
Imidazolidinyl urea 39236-46-9 MP Biomedicals 92.2 DMF 24 1B
Ethylene glycol dimethacrylate 97-90-5 Wako 99.3 MEK 28 1B
Methyl methacrylate 80-62-6 Sigma Aldrich 99 AOO 90 1B
Xylene 1330-20-7 Wako 85.2 AOO 95.8 1B

25-chloro-2-methyl-4-isothiazolin-3-one

*Fulka: Honeywell Fluka™, Wako: Wako Pure Chemical Industries, Ltd., TCI: Tokyo Chemical Industry Co., Ltd.

°AOQ: acetone-olive oil(4:1), DMF: N, N-dimethylformamide, MEK: methyl ethyl ketone, DMSO: dimethyl sulfoxide.

9The chemicals were allocated into GHS hazard sub-categories 1A or 1B according to the classification criterion, Category 1A: EC3 <2, Category 1B: EC3 >2,
based on the known EC3 values cited in the LLNA performance standard (ICCVAM, 2009).
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Table 4. The results of LLNA: BrdU-ELISA and GHS sub-categorization using newly proposed criterion.

LLNA: BrdU-ELISA LLNA-RI
Chemicals GHS GHS
%Tested (SI value) EC1.6
sub-category sub-category

CMI* solution 0.005 (1.2), 0.05 (5.2) 0.0095 1A 1A
2,4-Dinitrochlorobenzene 0.01 (1.1), 0.1 (3.5) 0.029 1A 1A
4-Phenylenediamine 0.05(1.2),0.3 (1.8) 0.22 1A 1A
Cobalt chloride 0.2(2.3),24.7) 0.10° 1A 1A
Isoeugenol 1(1.5),10(4.5) 1.3 1A 1A
2-Mercaptobenzothiazole 2.5(1.5),5(1.6),10 (2.2) 5.03 1A 1A
Citral 5(1.1),25(2.6) 11.7 1B 1B
Hexyl cinnamic aldehyde 5(1.3),25(4.2) 7.07 1B 1B
Eugenol 5(1.4),25(5.3) 6.03 1B 1B
Phenyl benzoate 3(1.4),10(1.1),30 (1.8) 243 1B 1B
Cinnamic alchol 10 (1.6), 50 (2.4) 10 1B 1B
Imidazolidinyl urea 5(1.5),25(2.9) 6.43 1B 1B
Ethylene glycol dimethacrylate 10 (1.1), 50 (2.2) 28.18 1B 1B
Methyl methacrylate 25(1.2), 100 (1.8) 75 1B 1B
Xylene 10 (1.1), 50 (1.7) 433 1B 1B

5-chloro-2-methyl-4-isothiazolin-3-one

* EC1.6ex
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Table 5. CORRECT/INCORRECT outcome (%) using newly proposed sub-categorization criterion for LLNA: BrdU-ELISA
GHS sub-category
1A 1B
CORRECT INCORRECT CORRECT INCORRECT
100% (6/6) 0% (0/6) 100% (9/9) 0% (0/9)
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Fig. 8 Correlation between EC3 values obtained by the standard LLNA-RI and EC1.6 values obtained by LLNA: BrdU-ELISA
(r=0.9076, p<0.0001). The dashed lines indicate cut-off values for sub-categorization by LLNA-RI and LLNA: BrdU-ELISA, and each
separated field represents sub-category determined by LLNA-RI or LLNA: BrdU-ELISA.
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1-4  LLNA (2317 2 BAEMEHIE K IRIEMESREE D~ © X DR Lk

X C®IZ

LLNA CiIjE% [F U< 35 CBA/J ~ 7 A KN CBA/Ca ~ 7 A Dfi S HESE
SNTWD, WRHFE 1920 412 Bagg 7V E /)~ 7 ADH & DBA ~ 7 A D
EDORRIC KLY EHH SN, D%, WRHTITT 4. CBA/Ca~ U Al
1947 1T Carter ~EE LTo~v U ANERE 7> TWnD, —F CBAT v~ 7 A d
1948 A=(Z Jackson Laboratory [ZF8E S L7 & ONEEIR & 72 > Ty % (The Jackson
Laboratory, 2002) , £WHIHOZEIEOME D K LIZ L > TELLDORFIZH L D
IOBIGTZEREENE T TEY . CBA/J KU CBA/Ca [l CRIEMHEN TE 72
Mol Z ERHE XN TV (Green et al., 1965), Ziu b DEBETARIL LLNA
D& BHRBROBRICBWTEEL 5 X DFRENEZ LN, BEE
TIZ LLNA (2317 % CBA/J ¥ U A & CBA/Ca ~ U AR O EMRY & OVE &/ 72 b
BT EFIN 20,

Z I TH AL, TN E TIZ LLNA 2B 2 RFERIROFEE L 3~ CBA/J
~ U AKX CBA/Ca~ U A% T OECD TG429 |ZYEHL L 7= LLNA |2 TREM:
BEHOWE # F—F&M TR L. EMERNEEENICRFTR O K 21T > 720

TAHREITHRET D,
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MR R OJ5E
EREY

72 CBA/Jf~ 7 A (Charles River Laboratories Japan, INC., Kanagawa,
Japan ) } ("CBA/Callfi~ 7 A (Japan SLC, Inc., Shizuoka, Japan) % #EVE 2% (2B 5y
FL. ST V4LO~ T X & Hvi,

BTORTAZRNY I—RE— Fr— (215W X 320D X 150H, mm) [ZILE
L. {EE23+2° C, MHBEESS £15%ICfk > 727 A Y L —4 —F v 7 (Toyoriko
Co., Ltd., Tokyo, Japan) N CEIE L7=, fABIHERA LT A VYL —%—F v 7%

FHIREMH =D 10~15T A 7V THEKT D L OICHE L., HEENILI2KFH

Ho

T TR & ST LTz,

~ 7 A%, @l (MF, Oriental Yeast Co., Tokyo, Japan) & OVVKiE /K & H B IZHEH
TEX2 X5l RBICII8~10BHO L OEFEH Lz, T XTO~ 7 AL,
bW E LM SeHME (CERD OE D 28 EEBRHIAI (20054F) (ZHE-> CTALE

L7z,
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ILFHE

B EAEME D ERE QRN D 72D STEED 7 2V —I1T/3 U CRAEMRE %
ST 5 Z & DR I LTV B (Basketter et al, 2000) ,

ARAFFE T, FRVEIEIEE 2> & FERAEMEM B 6 2 ROSHE 2 #RGE T 5 72
. B EAEMTRE . Human Allergy Class 1 (F8FF) 7> 5 Human Allergy Class
5 CGEREMEWE) \cxnZhmnESN LSO E 2 iz (Table 6),
2,4-Dinitrochlorobenzene (DNCB, Tokyo Chemical Industry Co., Ltd. (TCI) , Tokyo,
Japan) . Isoeugenol (Wako Pure Chemical Industries, Ltd., Osaka, Japan) . a-
Hexylcinnamic aldehyde (HCA, Wako Pure Chemical Industries, Ltd., Osaka, Japan) .
Propylene glycol (PG, Wako Pure Chemical Industries, Ltd., Osaka, Japan) & O
Hexane (Kanto chemical CO., INC., Tokyo, Japan)

Acetone (Wako Pure Chemical Industries, Ltd., Osaka, Japan) /Olive oil (Wako Pure
Chemical Industries, Ltd., Osaka, Japan) mixture (4:1, v/v) (AOO) % E¥)/E DA

ELTHWE,
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LLNA

LLNA |[Z OECD 7 X M7 A FZ7 A~ (TG) 429 (OECD, 2010) Z1€- T
L7z, RBRIRIL, 3 R L T~ 7 AOMESTIZEM L, (LFWEORMKEE
D3 H%IZ 20 uCi @ *H-methyl thymidine (3H-TdR, Moravek Biochemicals, CA,
USA) &~ 7 AZJBFAREES L=, 3H-TdR ¥ 5205 5 BRI, ~ U A & REHIE
S, BNV iR BRE L,

B L7 HIT Y )i b U o ERRRE AR & 1K (PBS; MP Biomedicals, LLC.,
CA, USA) T1T 200 A V¥ 2DAT ULV ARX Y 2zt LIRS0y a 1T
WU o REHERE (LNCs) O AR R BIR & S L7,

LNC /%, 1mL @ PBS Il xiE 0B X0 RIEARET DB ERIEL M L,
[FRRDOEEZ 2 BV IR LT, WIZ, HLODBEIC X > T RED PBS ZfrE LT
#% . 1mL @ 5% Trichloroaceticacid (TCA, Wako) Z XL v MMZiL, 4 C T
18 Bffl A »Fa—F L7, TOBRBERELODBEICTEELZREL, XLy b
\Z TCA @ ImL Z Nz THBEE I, 10mL OEES > F 7 > b (Ecolume™, MP
Biomedicals) (2 2%/ L TR L7z,

B EBREEO~ U A 3H-TAR ODRUAEL, K v F L —a By ¥ —(Ti-
Carb 3110TR, Perkin Elmer, Inc., MA, USA) % H\» T Disintegrations Per Minute

(DPM) ZHIE LTz, &~ 7 AD DPM [ZDWT, HEARHBERED Y DPM Tk
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L CHIEFEH (S ZE H L . OECD TG429 127 SI>3 s L= 8Bt L L,

PLEAEET

2EEREED DPM [ZE L T CBA/J = 7 2 K TX CBA/Ca = 7 A [#] T Unpaired ¢-test

(P<0.05) W TCHEEREEIT 12,

EC3 DEH]

LLNA 5t ToH > 7 AbFZHE IO\ TIE, SIfEN 3 L7 5 HE& (EC3) LT

»F. (Ryan et al. 2007) #HAWTHEH L7z,

EC3=c+{3—-d)/(b-d)} x(@a—-c)

ZZT (a. b) BLO (¢ d) 1. LLNA O ARSEZ MR Eo STE 3 2 RFE

LH/NKEOSIHE 3 Z TRIZ&EKNICMET D (HE, S Z2XhThET,
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it SR
3H-TdR LA &

W R DFERAIIRBENZ TR D 726D, WSRO A FREED DPM O 15 4%
#7% (SE) #BMH L7z, CBA/JJ ¥~ AKX CBA/Ca ¥ AD DPM (F-H)fH+
SE) 1X. ZNZE4487+56 (N=20) KOV1202+66 (N=8) 720 (Fig9).
HRFHE CTHEENRD biLz (P<0.01),

RIZ. BALEWE OB HREOE RO DPM &% Fig. 10 (257 L7=, CBA/J < U
ADEYED DPM E (CE¥MEESE) 1L, DNCB:652+108 (0.016%) . 2979+211
(0.08%) M Y 21536+ 1281(0.4%) . Isoeugenol :793 £ 194 (0.4%) . 1735+227 (2%)
ST 15622 + 2945 (10%) . HCA:378 + 38 (2.5%). 1408 £ 360 (10%) M UF 2464 +
567(25%) . PG:562+86(2%) . 499 + 56 (10%) K U* 220 +36(50%) . Hexane: 674 +
162 (25%) . 770 +51 (50%) K TF 1787 £ 185(100%) & 72 > 7=,

CBA/Ca ¥~V AD#WED DPM fE (F#fE £SE) &, DNCB:1610 + 166
(0.016%) . 8536 +954(0.08%) . MK U¥32022 +1071(0.4%) . Isoeugenol:3041 + 603
(0.4%) . 5016+ 802(2%) K TN 22718 +4492(10%) . HCA:2111 £249(2.5%) . 5359
+ 364 (10%) KON 11161 +2206(25%) . PG:1635 + 382(2%) . 1554 + 236 (10%) K&
OV 1115 +£240 (50%) . Hexane:1531+239(25%) . 1587 + 148 (50%) K& TF 1889 + 458

(100%) & 72V . Hexane 100%FELIAN DFREREE CHEZ (P<0.05) RO LT,
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LLNA

SUE J O"EC3fEIZ RS L TTable 712777,

CBA/J~ U ZADEME DS B CE4ME + SE) 1%, DNCB:1.3 0.2 (0.016%) .
5.9+0.4 (0.08%) K 142.7+2.5 (0.4%) . Isoeugenol:1.7+0.4 (0.4%) . 3.7£0.5 (2%)
K U33.5+6.3(10%) ., HCA:1.0£0.1(2.5%). 3.9+ 1.0(10%) % (6.8 = 1.6 (25%) .
PG :1.9£0.2(2%). 1.7+ 0.2(10%) % 7*0.7 = 0.1 (50%) . Hexane:0.8 + 0.2 (25%) .
1.0+ 0.1(50%) } UO2.2 +0.2(100%) & HH &hiz,

L7273- T, DNCB, Isoeugenol &z "HCAIZ[5E & ¥]7E S 41, PG} U'HexanelZ
EME &OHIE iz,

CBA/Ca~ 7 AD&M'E DS B CE¥IME + SE) iZ. DNCB:1.4 + 0.2(0.016%) .
7.4+0.8(0.08%) X TU27.4+0.9(0.4%) . Isoeugenol:2.5+0.5(0.4%). 4.1 +0.7(2%)
K TOM8.7+£3.7(10%) . HCA:1.7+0.2(2.5%) . 4.4+ 0.3(10%) % TN9.2 +1.8(25%) .
PG:1.3+£0.3(2%). 1.3+0.2(10%) % 1*0.9+0.2 (50%) . Hexane:1.3+0.3(25%). 1.3
+0.1(50%) JZ O'.8 + 0.6 (100%) & HH Xiiz,

L7253-> 7T, CBA/Ca% AV /-LLNAIZ 3 T $,DNCB, Isoeugenol 2 "HCA [

it & HIE S, PG UNHexanel X2 & HIE STz,
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EC3DEH
Bt & E & 4U72DNCB, Isoeugenol 2 (N"HCA D EW)E DCBA/J~ 7 A % FH\W
72-LLNA & LN ZEC3IXF1LE40.04, 14K N7 EE X, CBA/Ca~ 7 A

Z FAVWZLLNATHE S N 7ZEC3IXZ 11E410.03, 0.9 T6.0& B &hiz,
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Table 6 Chemicals used in this study and their human allergy classes

Chemical Supplier CAS Lot No. Human Allergy Class*
2,4-Dinitrochlorobenzene
TCI 97-00-7 JXPYL-KE 1

(DNCB)
Isoeugenol Wako 97-54-1 ALR3319 2
a-Hexylcinnamic aldehyde

Wako 101-86-0 LAP0946 3
(HCA)
Propyleneglycol (PG) Wako 57-55-6 TSJ4048 4
Hexane (Hex) KANTO CHEMICAL 110-54-3 411U1893

* Human Allergy Class reported by Basketter, D.A. et al, (2000).
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Table 7 Summary of the results in LLNA using CBA/J and CBA/Ca mice

Stimulation index (SI) EC3(%)
Group %tested N CBA/J : CBA/Ca CBAJ  CBA/Ca
Mean SE P/N Mean SE P/N
AOO - 4 1.0 0.2 - 1.0 0.1 - - -
0.016% 4 1.3 0.2 1.4 0.2
DNCB 0.08% 4 5.9 0.4 P 7.4 0.8 P 0.04 0.034
0.4% 4 42.7 25 27.4 0.9
0.4% 4 1.7 0.4 2.5 0.5
Isoeugenol 2% 4 3.7 0.5 P 4.1 0.7 P 1.4 0.9
10% 4 33.5 6.3 18.7 3.7
2.5% 4 1.0 0.1 1.7 0.2
HCA 10% 4 3.9 1.0 P 4.4 0.3 P 7.7 6
25% 4 6.8 1.6 9.2 1.8
2% 4 1.9 0.2 1.3 0.3
PG 10% 4 1.7 0.2 N 1.3 0.2 N - -
50% 4 0.7 0.1 0.9 0.2
25% 4 0.8 0.2 1.3 0.3
Hex 50% 4 1.0 0.1 N 1.3 0.1 N - -
100% 4 2.2 0.2 1.8 0.6

P:Positive, N: Negative
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Fig. 9 DPM values in vehicle control groups (AOOQO) in local lymph node assay.

Data are represented as individual DPM values in each vehicle control group with CBA/J (N=20)
or CBA/Ca (N=8).

The horizontal bar shows Mean DPM value of each groups.

DPM: Disintegration per minute, AOO (acetone/olive oil mixture=4:1 (v/v))

*%: P<0.01 (Un-paired t-test)
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Fig. 10 DPM values in chemical treated groups in local lymph node assay.

Data are represented as individual DPM values in each chemical treated group with CBA/J
(N=4) or CBA/Ca (N=4).

The horizontal bar shows Mean DPM value of each group.

DPM: Disintegration per minute, *: P<0.05, **: P<0.01, NS: not significant (Un-paired ¢-test)
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xL®

LLNA Ti%, AT 284 & LT CBAJ ~ 7 A KN CBA/Ca ~ 7 ADHELE X
nNTnWa, LnLaens, CBAJ~ 7 AKUNCBA/Ca~ v A FEIEEZR U< L
TWLHDOD, 1947 FH LT 1948 FICHIE L TEY . DT DM RMITE
WTWL DODDBIRTFERERNEL TNV, 20X RBETERERIT
LLNA O X 9 72 B MERBR I W TIIRREBRG RICHE L MTTRIEMENRH D,
. LLNA Jx OV LLNA:BrdU-ELISA |28\ T, W< 20D~ 7 AD R M TE
PER S OVE BH) 70 FEATE RS F (2 36 1T D RS PE D38V X (Woolhiser et al., 2000;
Takeyoshi et al., 2004; Takeyoshi et al., 2006) . CBA/Ca ~ 7 ADH A TH D
CBA/CaOlaHsd ~ 77 A Jz () CBA/CaHsdRcc ~ 7 A ] LLNA (251} 5 EMERI &
OVE B 72 3RS 2 381T 2 R DBV AHE 4T 5 (Anzai et al.,
2010) , L22L72235, OECD TG429 IZTHEANHELE TS CBAJ ¥ U A
JONCBA/Ca ~ U AIZB L Cid, BRI K OVE &M 72 5-IAE 5 2 Hoie U 7o
EAAAN

T TH AR, BERAEERER A T 2RO RBIUCH R REREHE D
72, CBA/J v U A KT CBA/Ca~ W A% VT OECD TG429 (Z¥EHL L 7=
LLNA (& CREAEMEREM O W8 % [Rl— S TRBR L. EHER K OVE BRI R

DB AT > 77,
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AT T, T EAREEODPMA LB L 72 & 2 A, CBA/Ca~ 7 A DDPM
[ICBA/J~ U ZADDPM L Y b A EIZEVMEAZ R L2 (P<0.01) . ZDEWVI3H-
TAROEL Y AL b LI OBENIC L > TELLIZMEAEOLDTHDL L FH
Zbhiz, Tz, EWERYE DCBA/Ca~ 7 A H 545 5 1172 DPM(THexane D
100%FE LIS OFREREEIZ CTCBA~ U AL LNTZDPME Y L EEICEVWVES
T LTo. FETERAENEHE (L 5 SHEIZ RS L T i, DNCBM (soeugenol O & &
HEBRIIFEALIVWVELZ R LEZ, 202 &%, LLNATEA STV 2 A%
FREEORBREZ AV TER(LT ASHEZ AV D 2 L2 X 0 BREOBRAIEN
EEETECVWAH I EEZRLTVD,

ARG TG DAV R AR e fE R, 7270 b BAEMEHE e OVAEMBREE IR L
T, FRHE L b EWE G/ a0 BAEMEHEIX—E L, ECEICE L TH R
MEWEIFIEFR CELZR L, £5H 5 Hinteragency Coordinating Committee on the
Validation of Alternative Methods (ICCVAM) Performance Standards for LLNA
(ICCVAM, 2009) |Z/R SN CWHECHEDOFEHHN TH - 72,

M T, B THW - E IR 5 EAEMEE . Human Allergy Class 17> 5
SOMBEZ TN TN TNDN, WA RAROBIEMREIC DT 52 &

INT&ET,

54



fham & L C, MARENCIZZH-TARDBUAA BEITEWITIH 5 H DD, LLNAIZ T

HBONHSHEKR PECEIZE L TITHRMME TEIT R o7,
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1-4 /D

LB D4R L VT XY > 7 D Globally Harmonized System (GHS) |
EFEIZ L > THEEZ SNDFRAP T2DDERSGEL LY 27 23
a=l—va Y=/ LTRSERINTND, EERIEMEIL GHS DEE
RIEMEEFENY ZAD 1 2THY . FIAFTRERERT — ¥ DSl X 5y B A -
SRNEE . BIERAEEMEIZX S LIS NS, K45 1A/1IB Lo 72X
B LTI, HAE OECD TG406 T % E/LE » kD maximization test /
Buehler test, & TN OECD TG429 T& % LLNA-RI TH3EFIRE L 72 > T 5,
LLNA : BrdU-ELISA 1% 2010 4512 OECD TG442B & L TARB I 7228, XSy
DEMENZNETRESHTVARNWED, ZORBRFIEIT GHS MK ICIEE
A TE R,

% 2 CARMFETIL. LLNA : BrdU-ELISA O E 7 L B a—7 ot A TCHERH I
TWDBEFOT — 2 BT L. RIEIZ XD GHS MK 5 D72 8D O Feii 7 F
DIRTE 27k, BIE LLNA TIRSFIH SN TS CBAT v 7 2 &2 Hviz
LLNA : BrdU-ELISA T H88Ed % 2 BRaE L 72,

LLNA : BrdU-ELISA O Y7 L B a—7 ¥ A T H iz 32 O R ERAIENM
Y'& %8R L, LLNA : BrdU-ELISA (24X > THEH S ECL6 2V, 1%

5 10%DEEN v M4 7EEZFRE LS OIS HMX 068k S S 4172 EC3
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fEIZE SV - GHS MIR A FEF & bl U /- — B3k — Sk 0EI & 23t HE LT,
ZDFER, BCL.6 7 M4 T 6% b L <1 7%DHE. 13 FED GHS K457 1A &
TEMEME D H B 12 A —E L. 197D GHS X5 1B ERIEMME D 5 H 16 FEH
—H L7z, EMXyO—8%FRiT, GHS K5 1A 28 92.3%, GHS X4y 1B 23
R42% L HIENT, 2D, BEMOBANL 7% X0 /NI WETH S
6% % Bl /1 v M A TZE L RE LTz,

AHFFTIL, LLNA-RIIZ X > T GHS K5y 1A ISR IALFWETH D
2-Mercaptbenzothiazole D4 73X 453 1B & 73 S 4172, 2- Mercaptbenzothiazole
o IT. CBA/IN v U A& LICER) L& LI ECL6 fEIZE SN
TW/z, 2- Mercaptbenzothiazole ® EC fH23 & < 725 Z &3, LLNA : DA DB
LEa—LAR— MIHF#E I TH Y, LLNA : BrdU-ELISA % ' LLNA : DA
DONRY)TF—2a VB TIEIELLE CBA/IN U AREREME L THEHAIN
T/, [FISCHERTIX 2- Mercaptbenzothiazole @ EC fE2 @V DL, CBA/IN ¥ 7
A2 DRAFFRB SO R To D I gEtEs " ST s (ICCVAM,
2010b), ICCVAM report |ZF0#&k & 41TV 5 2- Mercaptbenzothiazole ¢ EC3 fi&

(EC3=1.7) OHEHITIZ CBA/Ca~ U ARHNHI TS (Basketter et al.
1993), —5C Ochetal. (2000) % BALB/c ¥~ A% A\ 7= LLNA-RI {ZC 2-

Mercaptbenzothiazole ™ EC3 fEE#% 9.669 L& L TRV, ZOfEZ AV T GHS
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=i

WX DA THE GHS KA 1B &70%, EHIT, AL CBAJ ~ U A% H
U 72 LLNA: BrdU-ELISA |2 £ > T EC1.6=5.0 Lt WO EREZETEY, ZDEE
WD EBx ORETHHELEICB O TITIGHS K4y 1A EHETE S, b
DT — XX, 2- Mercaptbenzothiazole 7% LLNA (ZB W TRHEMENAE LD Z & %
RELTWD, £DH, ZftFrEIITRRIL T o 72 2- Mercaptbenzothiazole
< & GHS K77 IAMLFHE O —E3R1T 100% & 72 - 7= (Tablel 2b).,

3 fE D GHS X457 1B {LF#E 3- aminophenol, Trimellitic anhydride & OF Nickel
sulfate 7% GHS X453 1A & —E L7cWpia L 72 o 72,

3- aminophenol @ GHS [X43 1B OffiX4353%1%. LLNA-RI ® EC3 fE (EC3=
32) IZESNWTEY ., LLNARIOA v h A ZIZEVVETH 72, Lzhio
T, 3-aminophenol |ZHX 573 DEEROFHE L& 2 Hivlz, Trimellitic
anhydride ® GHS X 4345 #81% LLNA-RI @ EC3 & (EC3=9.2) % AW CHE
iz, LL7ZR235, Trimellitic anhydride ¢ EC3 fEIZEE LTI 0.22 (Kimber
etal. 2003) K% (X 0.20 (Fukuyamaetal.2011) EWOHELHDH, ZnbHDZ L
726 Trimellitic anhydride |3 GHS K43 1B £ ¥V & GHS X453 1A & Big g & b
% Z 54, LLNA: BrdU-ELISA ([Z L 2 #IXSIZIE LW E X Tz,
—75, LLNA-RI OfERIZHE-SV T GHS X473 1B & 4358 S 7= Nickel sulfate

1% LLNA : BrdU-ELISA (28T GHS X453 1A &4 S 7=, LLNA-RI kOt
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LLNA: BrdU-ELISA CTEMA &N 7EEIE ED 58 DMSO Th V| IEHOE NI
E25HDTIERNEE Z 7, LLNA: BrdU-ELISA O3 75— 5 > T
72 ECL6 IXZN T4 1.84,0.57 KN 0.67 EHH S, FHHEREFZET 1.03
+0.70 Th o722 &025 (ICCVAM 2010a) . Nickel sulfate (2532 @V S
X, EHT 2 EREWM ORI ER CRBIEICHENRBETHLEEZ LN
7o

Haeral. (2017) IZECL1.6 XU v M A 7B 2% D EEA V. LLNA:BrdU-
ELISA % H\ 7= GHS fiX 5y Z 387, GHS X4 1A (Zh S - {b=mE o —
BRI 67.0% L HMELTWD, —T7, BxDREETLHLWERELZHND &
32 FHEOLFWE IR H KR 1A O—EHEIL 92.7%E 720 | 2-
Mercaptbenzothiazole % FR\ 7= 31 8 TIE—EHIL 100% & 72~ 7=, {LFWED
BRI PN DIZDIC R ARy 1A Z#IEE LS 38T 5 2 EMEFICE
EThDHTED, Box BFTZICHRET H LLNA : BrdU-ELISA @ GHS ffliX 55 D %
iy, ERICAELETHD Z LR INT,

WIZ, LINAWZJES VB TWD CBA ~ UV AZ AW THE LT —X I
1 A ATREME 2 MRFE L 7=, LLNA-RI @ Performance Standard (ICCVAM, 2009) |25
#FHINTWD GHS K43 1A 721X GHS K4y IBICFES LD 15 DILEWE %

HREE LT, T XTCO/LEWE I 72 . ECL6MEZEE L7-, Cobalt
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chloride (2B L Cix, & T SIEN 1.6 & ERl-7272%, S EC1.6ex i
FEMH L, EHINMEIZ0.10%TH Y | 3B L7k LKW A& (0.2%) 123
W, SMEEIXEE TEX 5 LE X b7, 512, Cobalt chloride @ SIfEIE
0.2% (SI=2.3) TG MT 1.6 2 TR Y | Cobalt chloride 1T GHS X457 1A & [X
DFINDAREMEDN DD Z LTI SN,

LLNA-RIIZ TR &N/ EC3 EIZIE > T4 347z GHS X473 1A 7213
GHS X745 1B DLW E % CBA/] < 7 A % iU 7= LLNA:BrdU-ELISA |2 X - T
Xy L7-#E 5. GHS X4y 1A O GHS K43 1B OALZE O i 51220 T —
BT 100%TH -7,

X512, HESINTZEC3E L CBA/J ~ 7 A% H\ 7= LLNA: BrdU-ELISA 7»
LEMH 1% ECL6 & DD ORGSR, RONEDHBENH L Z & 26
2T L 7= (7=0.9076, p<0.0001, Fig. 8), L 72735 T, LLNA:BrdU-ELISA 7>5 & H
SN 72 ECL.6 fEIZ. LLNA-RI/»OHE M I/ EC3fEE RFRICHEMRT 52 &8
T&, AR CTREINT-ZEMEIL, CBAJ ~ 7 2% T GHS X4 B
TITONTZRBRIC BV THRRET 5 2 LR Sz,

CBA/] = U ALK DRI DO~ T A~OEMEOHEMAMEIZEA L Tk, TG429 O
LLNA OHELERHLETH D CBA/Ca vV ABIRMHEH SN TEY ., CBAI T A

% FU 7= LLNA-RI &, (X CBA/Ca ~ 7 2 % F\ 7= LLNA-RI 7> B8 5 A FE R
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X, £T7—# L7272 3H-TAR DEUGAHZBEITEWVZA LTS H OO, SIEX EC E
Lo 72 LLNA-RI THRAMIZHE LN DBRIFIZFIFAETH D | RiLMIZZEN
PRNZ L DNy o T2, LLNA:BrdU-ELISA OJFERIE LLNA-RI S L THD Z &
N ABFRICL Y RN SN2 HEAEEIL CBA/Ca~ U AICHLEAFRETH D &
EZ BT,

Lboz &5v6, LLNA:BrdU-ELISA O#77- (8% E L7~ GHS Ml [X 4y £ 1
(GHS X435 1A:EC1.6<6%. GHS X4y 1B:EC1.6>6%) 1%, CBA/J v 7 A KN
CBA/Ca ~ 7 A % F\ 7= LLNA:BrdU-ELISA (28T HI%EET D 2 & D3RR T

X, GHSHIX 3@ RETH Y . ERHFBETH D EEZ LIV,
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F2E FHAT LA —MRHMlE OB R

2-1 /NFF

T VAX—MEREERIL, T LA —MEWE 2R OB G F IR SIS
L., ZOBEINRTBEINT-EEIZAELTD IV ET LAX—KIEDZ ETH D,
T VAF T RICEEEAZ OISR L OCEEMICL T ERISh
LGENH LT, B MIE > CHEFICHERBEREMETH 5,

REEAINDIEFEWEDONT LAX—ME2THT H72®HIZ, Adjuvant and
Strip 1% (Sato et al. 1980) } U Herber % (Herber 1969) D KL 9 72E/LE v b FHINE
D—EEICHNLNTWD, v~ T AW TRIFEOHBLRALNTEY
HT L NAX—REDOREMBICK T D H DR S DZAL (Gerberick ef al . 1990a,
1990b) B L EEHF DV RBifaIC BT 20 A M A Vi ERIE & Ltk
7% Local Lymph Node Assay (LLNA) (Ulrich ef al. 1998) 72 & " & ST\ 5,

LU, EBREYZ W26 ORBEFONET LV —MEERBRIEIT, BiEHED
BEROG e il 2729, )2 < Oo#i) &L R WVEBRBIF 2 LR b o 7,

I 51T, ICH A K74 S10 (2013) TlL, ZaHDEEFDONT LLF—1H

ABRIEIL, B NS L TTRIFTREM AR TH D, AN T —v 3 b EiE
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ENTWeWz®, BREZREINI T LIX—MWEZ FTRICH NS Z L1
RSNV E ST D,

ZOD ALFWEOKT LAX—HEOFEIL, & hORFEIZE - TEETH
5 H DD, ALFEWE D% VBRIV TR T LV X — DR RA 72 T
FERZR Y, 1o T, MBI AE | B EEICEE LG EEO VLT L
L —HRBRIEDMLETH D,

Z ZTAMETIE. RIS B SN L FWE OB ERAEMERBRIE & LTE
FEMEDOE LLNA ZIGH L, S B E# I\, (LEME DT LV

X — M & @k R AT RE 2R B NE O | W T DL e VR E O B 38 2 R T,

63



2-2  LLNA 25 LR T LA —HEREBEDRR & FRIEEE ORKRIE

FE & ik
EREY

@B 72 CBA/Caltfi~ & A (Japan SLC, Inc., Shizuoka, Japan) & #E/E% | ZRESY 1T
L. REAHEMETHMEICIEC S E20CO~ 7 A& AV, R EBAEMETHE & O T
LR — PRSI BE S 72 DAL~ 7 R & VT,

ETCOVYTAERY B—AHRF— b7 — (215W X 320D X 150H, mm) (ZULE
L. {EE23+2° C. MHBESS £15%ICfRk > 727 A Y L —4 —F v 7 (Toyoriko
Co., Ltd., Tokyo, Japan) N CEIE L7z, ABICERA LT A YL —F—TF v 71X

FHIRFMH7ZD10~15T A 7V THERT D L OICHE L., FEENITI2EEH

He

T TR & ST LTz,

~ 7 A%, @l (MF, Oriental Yeast Co., Tokyo, Japan) & OV/KiE /K & H B IZHEH
TExHEolcL, RBRICII8~10EEO L O EHER Lz,

FTRTO~ v A, ALFYETEHFHME (CERD OE D 2 B ESHA

(20054E) (ZfE» CHLE L 7=,
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1E#YE

ARFFE T, BT LAF—MEME L L TH LD TODLFIE KR 6> DN,
T VLR RO EWE D S 7 D ERNBOLTFE 2 L7z (Table
8),

Ketoprofen (Cardoso et al. 2009, Tokura 2009, EMCPPTS Taskforce. 2012, Onoue
etal.2017). piroxicam (Cardoso et al. 2009, Tokura 2009, EMCPPTS Taskforce.
2012, Onoue et al.2017) .  doxycycline hydrochloride (Tokura 2009, Onoue et
al.2017) . promethazine hydrochloride (Cardoso et al. 2009, Scalf et al. 2009, Tokura
2009, Onoue et al.2017) , 8-methoxypsoralen (Bonamonte et a/.2010, Onoue et
al.2017) . 3,3'4',5-tetrachlorosalicylanilide (Matsuo et al.2002, Scalf et al. 2009, Gao
etal. 2014) J% X chlorpromazine hydrochloride (Scalf et al. 2009, Tokura 2009, Gao
et al. 2014, Onoue et al.2017) DTWEIL, & MIKT LT LT —EOIFH
BB, GEwmEL L TERLE,

Ethanol, propyleneglycol, 1,3-butyleneglycol, 2-propanol, 2-ethylhexyl methacrylate
and minocycline hydrochloride D6#& 1%, UVIRINA /<, B FDOHT L)L F—
PEDBHREF LW, T LAF—HEMEEESNLIWE L L TEIRL
72 Minocycline hydrochloride &, , UVIRINZ BT D200 LT HT LIV F—

MEDIEER NN 72728 (Tokuraetal. 2001)., 7 LLF—E@t: b BEINLD
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wmEE L TERLE,

ARFZECfE A L2 IS 2>V T, Methanol (MeOH; Wako Pure Chemical
Industries, Ltd., Osaka, Japan) % A7 > 7’1 DT /LR AR O E H TR L L CfF
AL, thoRXT v 7 OfE#EE LT, N, N-Dimethylformamide (DMF; Wako) .
70% Ethanol  (EtOH; Wako, 7K:EtOH =3:7) & O‘Methylethyl ketone (MEK;

Wako) DO3FEDOWE %, UVAOWRINZH LW =D s LCTHEHR L=,
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vv ER

WATICRE L7126 KD 7 F >~ 27 7 A  (FL40S BLB, Toshiba Corporation, Tokyo,
Japan) ZAWVZRRSHEEE A ER L OBRE LTHEM L. 350~355nm DB KK &
#HT HUVA (320~400nm) % FRET L7z, 7235, BMICERETT HBRI2IE. UVB
FEHOKE T/ NRIZINZ DTZOICH T AT 4 W H—&FH L,

AMFFETIL, UVBOFKEZEREE L, B HBOFIEL @ ES 572912, UVA

R TiEzEIR LI,
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X7 71: UV IR

KT LAF—FHE D= D 7 1 —[X % Fig 111277,
F7°. 290~400nm D E&FFHN OUVIRILA T V&5 HIEERT (BioSpec
mini, Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) % AV CHIE L7z,

w2, BACFIE DT NRSLRE( e )2 ROXE RN TEE LT

e =ANcX]) (AREE c:IBE; L KR

ICH S10D EHEIZHEV Y, E/VIEAREAY1000 Lmol ™ em™ L W K& WIGAEUV
WIS L, EDICAT v 7212k L7, —J7, 1000 Lmol™' em™ X ¥ /h&E W
Gald., UVIRIN et & Lz,

AHFFETIX. UVIRI M & 72 > T B 2 B 03T X TOFEWEIT OV T,
BEAT v T ORMEZHIRT D720, 3DOOAT v 7T TEHWTEHME L

7”4
—o
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R 7 72: LLNA % ~N—X & L=

LLNA [ OECD 7 A b 1A RZ A4 > (TG) 429 (OECD2010) (27> THEhE L
7o mARHEIZ, OECD TG429 TED LAV TV S PR OB RN O 2H
R L O E— R DB E 2R E LT,

Z OfER, EtOH, PG, 1,3-BG. IPA, 2-EHMA, KP, Px, DOC, MIC, PMZ,
8-MOP. TCSA. CPZ O AKHE (%) I£ZN L4 100, 100, 100, 100, 100,
100, 100, 100, 25, 10, 0.02 &fE LT,

ARERRIL, 3 HREER L T/~ UV AOWEMNICER L, A\LFWE OB O
3 H#1Z 20 1 Ci @ 3H-methyl thymidine (3H-TdR, Moravek Biochemicals, CA, USA)
v U ABERK G L7z, 3H-TdR %5025 5 KR, v~V A ZLEFL I,
I U o iz L7z,

BERLEZEY EinG, Y o EREE A A K (PBS; MP Biomedicals, LLC.,
CA, USA) T 200 A v aDAT UL ARy 2hfr LI B4 1T
VY, U 2 HTHER(LNCs) O fR R TR 2 s L 72,

LNC (X, ImL @ PBS ML 0BEIC LV RIEAFRET 2R HE%Z S50 L,
[FREOEAEZ 2 BIFR VIR L7z, KRIZ, BEOPRBEC X > T RED PBS #FREL
#%. 1mL @ 5% Trichloroaceticacid (TCA, Wako) Z-XL v MZIRAL, 4° C T

18 BERIA L% o h Lo, ZOREEELSEEHC T EEEBREL, <Ly k
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IZ TCA @ 1mL % h1 2 CH&E &, 10mL OEAET > F 7 > b (Ecolume™, MP
Biomedicals) (Z£ &% L TR L7,
HE RO~ T X 3H-TAR DBUAEIT RIEY FL—a v Z—(Tri-
Carb 3110TR, Perkin Elmer, Inc., MA, USA) % H\» T Disintegrations Per Minute
(DPM) ZHITE LTz, &~ 7 2D DPM (2O T, At BREERE D SE 1 DPM TR
L CHINFE%R (SD Z % L, OECD TG429 ([ZHEV SI>3 278 LT=3Ait L Lz,
LLNA B ToH - 7L EWE IOV Cid, SIMEN 3 L2 AE (EC3) ZLITF

»F. (Ryan et al. 2007) # FAWTHEHE L=,

EC3=c+{3-d)/(b-d) x(a—c)

ZZ2T (a. b) BLO (c. d) 1. LLNA O ARSZ MR Eo STE 3 2 RFE

DR/ ONSHE 3 & TR & RICMEST D (HE, S ZzthTh®k7,

R BN I MIC AW A R RIEE X LLNA T L 2o =B I L Tk
EC3 M, [atkL 2> -MB IR ATRE R R KIBE A BIR L1,
IWEME 2~ AMBMNIZEAA L, HEWV CREEEE 2 AT 10J/cm? @ UVA

T AR U7z, REEOALEZ 3 HEER L TR L7,
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Bt E, 0 HHEB LU 6 REROENES L REZAIE L TRl L 72, 3

B2 0 B OE & g LT 5%LL EORERD £ 7213 ENE S5 25%LL Eorinsg o«

LS E. REtEEmE s L,
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R T 73 T LI F—HEFE M

FT~U A% UV RBE (UVH) &3E UV BE (UV-) D 2 SDOREBREFIZ 1T 72,

FALEWEORBRIBE L. AT v 7 2 TEH LR ERIEER XU EEE
PRI 2 xR ERHMERE (NOAEL) & Hviz,

CFE I ST ORBEEO~ U AOWEIICEA L, UVHEDO~ 7 XXX T
> 72 LREROJTIET UVA 4 3 A RERE L TS L7z, UV-EED~ U X3, UV
FRST 2 RV CRIBRDALE %2 L 72, 3H-TdR #5-36 L O D% OMLE 13 LLNA (Z1E
27,

ST LV —PEOFHIIC I3t TEE. (pSD & MV iz, pSHEIZ L E #
RO DPM % LR BEE DY) DPM TR 2% Z & T, UVHEER LUV UV-
BIZBWVWTIZOWTENENAE N Lo, BLFWEO UVHEEE UV - pSI E
% unpaired r-test ([ THEZEBRE L7 (p<0.05), BHMICEBERENE LGS

KT v —HGMEE LT,
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it SR
A7 71 UV IR

UV I D#E R % Table 9 ("7, 5 EO(LFHE (EtOH, PG, 1,3-BG, IPA &
OV 2-EHMA) 728, &R L7 T R TOREE TEAREHREA 1000 L mol™ em™ %
TEI> 72728, UV RITE S 720 EHE S vz,

Z Do 8 MOLEWE(KP, Px. DOC, MIC, PMZ, 8-MOP, TCSA. ¥ X
O CPZ)l&. R Z R TIE R TE/ARICAREL DS 2200, 20540, 13490, 12910,
6570, 13700, 8260,% % 4860 & B Hi =41, E/ARKARELAS 1000 L mol ™' em™ %

EE 72720 UV RIREZHF T 5 & HE I L,
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AT 72 ST

LLNA DOfRk% Table 10 (IR, 4 O FWEQR-EHMA, Px. TCSA. K&
O CPZ))N R JE ARG & HIE S, EC3 (%) fEIZZENFH 6.5, 0.7, 0.006
VROV 24 LR ENT, O TEOILTEWEIX, RERMERME & HIE S v,

B2 J& Yt # MR A 005G e & Table 10 12773, DOC. PMZ, 8-MOP, X U*CPZ %
BAF LT FNEND UVHEO~Y T ZAOFENE XX, 3B 0 B & ik LTH 25%
WLz, Ledi-> T, Zhb 4 moLFmEIIeEEGE S HIES Lz, &
O OFYE D NOAELs (%) 1ZZHF4 5, 25, 0.025, 0.1 THholo, FEY
O 9 FOFWEIZ, v~V AOENES, ALE, B LO—IREEICE D 22

STl O RE YRR &HIE Sz,

74



RT w73 HT LIF—HE

fE % Table 111”3, £E OUV-EE L CUVHEOpSHE X, KP (1.0%) 152.4
+0.2%U4.1£0.4, Px (0.25%) 131.8£02% 03.6+0.6, DOC (5.0%) 1%1.9+0.1
KO3.0+04, PMZ (25%) 1213 = 02 KO 12.7 = 2.0, 8-MOP (0.025%)
X 1.4 £ 0.1 U39 £ 0.6, TCSA (0.006%) I% 1.6 = 0.3 K 3.5 = 0.3,
CPZ (0.1%) %13 = 02 KON 13323 ZnEREH S, oW EILEE
EINENWE RS T,

THEO(LFEYELERE (KP, Px, DOC, PMZ, 8-MOP, TCSA, X U'CPZ) T
BEZEp (p<0.05) DFRD L= Y OTEDL YW E L ERE CITE B R 21T
D HNIRNo T, b Z s | TRROLSEME (KP, Px, DOC, PMZ, 8-MOP,
TCSA. BLUCPZ) 1367 L —EGMHE L HIE S, fo6OWEITLT L

JLF— R L HE ST,
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Table 8. Chemicals used in this study and photoallergy information

Photoallergy

Abbreviation ~ Supplier CASRN ) ) References
information

Ethanol EtOH Wako 64-17-5 EN -
Propyleneglycol PG Wako 57-55-6 EN -
1,3-Butyleneglycol 1,3-BG TCI 107-88-0 EN -
2-Propanol IPA Wako 67-63-0 EN -
2-Ethylhexyl Methacrylate 2-EHMA Wako 688-84-6 EN -
Ketoprofen KP Wako 22071-15-4 P 1),2),3),4)
Piroxicam Px TCI 36322-90-4 P 1),2),3),4)
Doxycycline Hydrochloride DOC MP Biomedicals, LLC ~ 10592-13-9 P 2),4)
Minocycline Hydrochloride MIC TCI 13614-98-7 EN 5)
Promethazine Hydrochloride PMZ TCI 58-33-3 P 1),2),4),6)
8-Methoxypsoralen 8-MOP Sigma-Aldrich Co. LLC 298-81-7 P 4),7)
3,3',4',5-Tetrachlorosalicylanilide =~ TCSA Kanto chemical 40743-51 P 6), 8),9)
Chlorpromazine Hydrochloride CpPz TCI 69-09-0 P 2),4),6),9)

EN: Excepted Negative, P: Positive, -: No information, TCI: Tokyo Chemical Industry Co., Ltd.
1) Cardoso et al. 2009, 2) Tokura 2009, 3) The European Multicentre Photopatch Test Study Taskforce. 2012, 4) Onoue et al.2017,
5) Tokura et al.2001, 6) Scalf et al. 2009, 7) Bonamonte ef al. 2010, 8) Matsuo et al. 2002, 9) Gao et al. 2014.
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Table 9. Results of Step 1: UV absorption analysis

UV absorption analysis
Chemicals MEC
Amax (nm) P/N
(Lmol'cm™)
Ethanol - - N
Propyleneglycol - - N
1,3-butyleneglycol - - N
2-propanol - - N
2-ethylhexyl Methacrylate - - N
Ketoprofen 290 2200 P
Piroxicam 325 20540 P
Doxycycline hydrochloride 350 13490 P
Minocycline hydrochloride 340 12910 P
Promethazine hydrochloride 300 6570 P
8-methoxypsoralen 299 13700 P
3,3"',4',5-tetrachlorosalicylanilide 325 8260 P
Chlorpromazine hydrochloride 308 4860 P

MEC: molar extinction coefficient

—:no UV absorption, P: Positive, N: Negative
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Table 10. Results of Step 2: Skin phototoxicity evaluation based on LLNA

LLNA Skin phototoxicity
Chemical PN EC3 Concentration Increase rate of ear thickness (%)
(%) (%) Mean (Left) Mean (Right)

Ethanol N Not calculated 100 2.7 3.5 N
Propyleneglycol N Not calculated 100 0.9 2.8 N
1,3-Butyleneglycol N Not calculated 100 2.0 4.4 N
2-Propanol N Not calculated 100 0.2 0.1 N
2-Ethylhexyl Methacrylate P 6.5 6.5 3.1 3.6 N

0.1 7.7 6.0

0.25 1.1 10.4
Ketoprofen N Not calculated N

0.5 3.2 13.8

1 10.9 11.3

0.1 0.4 2.1
Piroxicam P 0.7 025 1o 03

0.5 - -

0.7 - -

2.5 11.4 93
Doxycycline Hydrochloride N Not calculated 5 19.3 17.3

10 25.0 25.1

N: Negative, P: Positive,-: Data were excluded because of systemic toxicity or excessive irritation

*: Concentration indicated in bold typed were selected concentration for Step 3
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Table 10 (Continued). Results of Step 2: Skin phototoxicity evaluation based on LLNA

LLNA Skin phototoxicity
Chemical PN EC3 Concentration Increase rate of ear thickness (%) PN
(%) (%) Mean (Left) Mean (Right)
Minocycline Hydrochloride N Not calculated 2> 8.0 73 N
5 6.4 8.5
Promethazine Hydrochloride N Not calculated 25 10.4 121 P
40 25.0 253
0.01 20.7 16.4
0.025 243 22.4
8-Methoxypsoralen N Not calculated 06015 418 396 P
1.0 - -
10 - -
3,3',4',5-Tetrachlorosalicylanilide P 0.006 0.006 1.8 3.0 N
0.1 12.3 9.2
0.25 27.4 233
Chlorpromazine Hydrochloride P 2.4 0.5 33.2 30.7 P
1.0 55.4 60.6
2.4 - -

N: Negative, P: Positive,-: Data were excluded because of excessive irritation

*: Concentration indicated in bold typed was selected concentration for Step 3
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Table 11. Results of Step 3: Photoallergy evaluation

. Concentration UV pSI Photoallergy
Chemical .
(%0) +- Mean SE P/N
- 0.8 0.1
Ethanol 100 N
+ 0.6 0.0
Propyleneglycol 100 -1 02 N
ropyleneglyco
pylenesly + 07 0.1
1,3-Butyleneglycol 100 - 01 N
,3- n
HYIEREEyeo 07 0.1
- 0.8 0.1
2-Propanol 100 N
+ 0.7 0.1
- 3.2 0.2
2-Ethylhexyl Methacrylate 6.5 N
+ 3.7 0.3
- 2.4 0.2
Ketoprofen 1 P
+ 4.1 ** 0.4
o - 1.8 0.2
Piroxicam 0.25 P
+ 3.6 ** 0.6
) ) - 1.9 0.1
Doxycycline Hydrochloride 5 P
+ 3.0 ** 0.4
. . . - 1.8 0.4
Minocycline Hydrochloride 5 N
+ 1.5 0.2
. . - 1.3 0.2
Promethazine Hydrochloride 25 P
+ 12.7 ** 2.0
- 1.4 0.1
8-Methoxypsoralen 0.025 P
+ 3.9 ** 0.6
. . - 1.6 0.3
3,3',4',5-Tetrachlorosalicylanilide 0.006 P

+ 3.5 ** 0.3

** : Significantly different from the concurrent UV(-) control group (Unpaired #-test, p<0.01)
N: negative, P: positive
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Table 11 (Continued). Results of Step 3: Photoallergy evaluation

. Concentration UV pSI Photoallergy
Chemical .
(Vo) +- Mean SE P/N
- 1.3 0.2
Chlorpromazine Hydrochloride 0.1

+ 13.3 ** 23

** . Significantly different from the concurrent UV(-) control group (Unpaired z-test, p<0.01)

N: negative, P: positive
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Table 12. Summary of results in three-step approach

) Uuv Skin Skin
Chemicals ) L . Photoallergy
absorption  sensitization phototoxicity
Ethanol N N N N
Propyleneglycol N N N N
1,3-Butyleneglycol N N N N
2-Propanol N N N N
2-Ethylhexyl Methacrylate N P N N
Ketoprofen P N N P
Piroxicam P P N P
Doxycycline Hydrochloride P N P P
Minocycline Hydrochloride P N N N
Promethazine Hydrochloride P N P P
8-Methoxypsoralen P N P P
3,3',4',5-Tetrachlorosalicylanilide P P N P
Chlorpromazine Hydrochloride P P P P

N:Negative, P:Positive
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Fig. 11 Flow diagram for photoallergy evaluation

New method consists of three steps; UV spectrum analysis, skin phototoxicity
evaluation based on LLNA to determine NOAEL, and photoallergy evaluation based on
LLNA. Chemicals with € of >1000 L mol™' cm™" at any wavelength were considered
UV absorption-positive and were further subjected to Step 2. Chemicals with € of <1000
L mol™' cm™ at any wavelength were considered UV absorption-negative. The no
observable adverse effect level (NOAEL) for skin sensitization and skin phototoxicity
decided based on the results in Steps 2. An unpaired t-test was performed using pSI
values for each chemical in the UV+ and concurrent UV— control group. The chemical
was considered as photoallergy positive if a significant difference was found between
groups (p < 0.05) in Step 3.
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2-3 /NE

B G RAEMEDI > DR R TH DT LAX—MEIIMER . EEROERG
SlZkoThlIEEZSnDEe FOEERBEMECTH D, L LFWE DN
T LAX—WE TR LBEEDNET LV —RERIL, B CEmT L~
DEYIMEMICERE G5 2, 612t M L TTRIFIEEER R TH HT-0,
ICHS10 (2013) TIEHELEI TR0,

ZORMBEIZXHLT H 721, Fx IZLINAZ @A LT, & NOTRIFTREMED &
WET LWSET oL —MEREE 2 B3 LT,

Fex OBEIFRE LEH LWHEIZRO3SDAT v P THER SN TS, UVAAS
7 VST (A7 » 7°1) . LLNAIZ KD < REE MR I TNOAELZ R E L
(AT 72), BBITHES L LINAOHAHIZE ST LA —F M 21T -
7= (AT v 73),

T RTCOREEAER A Table 1212 F & DTz, T OFRER, TRROWE RGN L HE S
. B MZBWTET LAV F—HREROBEFINR 20, b L <IIUVRILDOF
SRV DOWE Rt & 72 o7, ARIEIX. ketoprofen, piroxicam, doxycycline
hydrochloride (DOC), promethazine hydrochloride % U'chlorpromazine hydrochloride

mE, SEOE MET VX —MEME EHEEICET LV XS L FHEY S 2
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EMBTETR,

S HIZ, MEMIZELE L2t ®E. DOCH L U'minocycline hydrochloride
MIC) 3B L7z, 2D G DT T4 7 ) U HAWE TH L2, DOC
It FTEBERDNET LV X —MHWE ToH Y (Tokura 2009, Onoue etal. 2017) . MIC
FUVIRIZ BT 226020 6T e MIBWTHREEEZITET L —H
DHRESNTELTIEXRT LAF—MPWETHLLEZ LN TS (Tokura
2001), FEROFBBRIEITIH WV THIMICOIET LV X —PRIZBET 27— 137205
2D, Fx OFEZINEDILFEHEDIT LV F—M2 I TE 2
EMB, E ROXT LAF—EICH L TEWTANEEL R T5 2 LRI
7o
IEDZ &t Fox 1 3REAEM CRUBRAEMEZ MBS 2 LLNA ZIGH L, &
ENRTETEHYEEICEN, BORBREIM ) SERELRHABRIELZHAR T L

EZ b7,

85



BIE TITF VA MEHEEZEES L7FH in vitro S ERBIEERBRIED

BA3E

3-1 /PFF

RIERARICER T 27 LV X — MR R 13, — e iicE s L OBRERA
A FPEERRETH S (Kimber e a,2002, 2011)
ek, ALFWE O B G RAEME %2 M 9 5 72 (TR 3 1 ) B 6881 (OECD)

(OECD, 1992) OFERA A R Z 4 > (OECD TG406) |ZNEH S TWHE/LTE >
k% A\ 7= Guinea pig maximization test & U" Buehler test, OECD TG429 (OECD,
2010) & L CHI5 % Local Lymph Node Assay (LLNA) . A U < OECD TG442B

(OECD, 2018) & L Ca1H 5 LLNA:BrdU-ELISA 72 &, @i % AV 72 B2 Ik
TEMERBIES R s TE 7z,

I, EUBNICE W CIIEMEE R EOMBAEERIC LY | B FER LK
53 % E LU BE S O BRFE A A ZE IR S 772 (BU, 2013) (LW O 22 2R
DD OEMWIRBROFER ZUE L, BT 2720 OERHIZ2RE M3 T b
T,

WD 4 SOEZELA 2 | (Key event, KE) THEE S h iz EBHIED -0 OF
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EPEER TR B (Adverse Outcome Pathway, AOP) 28T 4EFEF S 7= (OECD, 2012) ,
KE-1: #4078 L oGRS

KE-2: 77 F /%A MEHA

KE-3: #HRM s AL

KE-4: T #Hfm 5

BRI, bFWEO K ERAEM A FM T 2 72D S 4, OECDTG & 7¢ > T
LEM E VIR WERBRIEIX, 4 DO KE DO HO 1 DOBRIZESZ H TS S
RBRETH DL, WTHORRIE D B CTORBIECIITHRBEICHERS 572
O, B7p 5 FEONRE LA EOE TFHMET % Integrated Approaches to Testing
and Assessment (IATA) 7% OECD TH A ¥ AfbEiv>>dH % (OECD, 2019),

OECD TG ft & 4172 KE-2 % #Hli 3 % 72 OBEfF /715 Td % KeratinoSens™ & (Y
LuSens (%, OECD TG442D (OECD,2018) & L TOECD (2 L > TARINTEY
ISKEEHENTWD,

LU 6, 2 ORBIEIIARMER OAIGME & HE SN D2WERH Y |
BIERE LOMEEZET 2, SHICARBRTHWS ABZRET 5 OISR
FBHEAFMT 220N T AR L LE L L, ARBRIZBWNTE T T7F /A1

~ OFEMAL &3NS EERR 2 T OMNENH DV FEMETH L, £ T, B b
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DEENENE ) 2 7RI D 72 D12 KV @RS E O E R RBIEORENLE L e o
T,

% Z CH & X Dual luciferase & VN, 77 F 7 o b OiEMAL & Hifa E%E % [
T PTRE 72 i BE D D 22 T im vitro B2 JE A EVERRBRIE DBRFE 2 A 72,
T7bbB. F 1 O Firefly luciferase (Photinus pyralis FH3¥) % W CHEALEOGIR
+ (ARE) -Nrf2 |2 X 2 BB IEME 2 FF-4f L . 55 2 @ Renilla luciferase (Renilla reniformis
Hi3k) 2 vV TRl e 4 [RIRRICERM L 72, MfasEtE o RIRFFEHT O & 572 506 H
& LT, ARE-Nif2 41 U 7c BrBEME & A Ml A s CIEHE L Lo fE A VTR
W' O B2 FE R EME 2 3R L 72,

oz BEI%E L7220 B ARE-N2 X— 2D R ERIEA 7 V—= 27T v A T
& 5 0-Sens 3 LLNA 35 X O Human data (2% L CEW TR E 2R L7 TH

AN
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322 S5F VA NEHIEBRHEOZ DD L R—F —BEGFHEEROE MK

DRRES

X C®IZ

Fx 13T v b oaeglobulin (AUG) 7'BHE—F —NEWEBEIGEHELZET 52 &
EHEAL, INETCIEERERLA—X—BETFT v DT rE—F—L L
THEALTWD, £ T, 3-2 TiE, ARE-Nrf2 /S2A 7 = A DIFMALEZFEIZE L LTz
LIR—=2 —BIzF 7T v A ORBREEOTD, 7 —% —ORERKUHE

TR O RE /AT OBRTEIT o7,

B R O
i)l

FEEZ - & Table 13 7”9,

TIACEFE N7 F /A NOEERICIL, 9MREEOT 7T /1 MEE
MO MmERE D MCDBI153 1% T, 37°C, 5%CO, ZHFS T CEE LT,
— 5 LAV SN 5 IR OEEEIZIL, 10%FBS-DMEM/F-12 % VT 37°C,

5%CO, FHR T CigxE L,
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FF7AINR

FRERAEMERMAE D72 A K& LT, pGL3 (Promega KK., Wisconsin, US
A) % X—R|Z antioxidant response element (ARE: 5’-TGGTCGCAAGGTGTG
CAAGCTGCTGAGTCACCCTGACTGCATCAACCCCAGGAGCT-3) Kk W& HREE
MEHETDHZENRESINTVD AUG 7' 1&—# — (Takeyoshi et al. 2003)
% TATA Box O OEHEENE2 2 3FEEAZZNENHEALIZT 721 R (pA
RE-AUG) #Z{Ff L7 (Table 14),

AR EME ORI IZ X Renilla luciferase 377 A X R (pRL-TK) (Promega KK.,

Wisconsin, USA) % FH 7=,

==y

FEERIZIL OECD TG442D OHETESERA O 10 ME K OBHESEME TH 5
Cinnamic aldehyde % v 7= (Table 15),

2T OLZEWE OVEEEIZIE Dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO, FUJIFILM Wako Pure

Chemical Corporation, Osaka, Japan) % H\ 7z,

fi& ERERE D RREY

OECD TG442D ORgExtE#E C&H 5 Cinnamic aldehyde % AV, 15 F L %2
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MET L7z,

Bl a 6em MIBREEMT 4 v V2 TR LK, TREThD T T AR
6ug % Lipofectamine LTX (Thermo Fisher Scientific K.K.)% VN CT& LI N F o
ATz var L, 37C, 5%CO R T T 72 RefkEE Lz,

Cinnamic aldehyde /% 20mM Cinnamic aldehyde /AR ZFASL L. D% AL 2 T
DMSO 7z W CEeREA IR L7212, MAess s F OB T 50 AR L7z,

NIV AT 2l vavth, 96 77 L— MIEREL (1X10%cells/ V7 = /L)
5 B[] EZ# % . Cinnamic aldehyde /AR % (X< 88 L 24 BREIESE L=, BIAGR T
& % DMSO %, Cinnamic aldehyde & [EIA£D FIEIHES 7=,

24 BRFEEEER LI-%, BV o VOEMZREL, 50 uL @ Dual-Glo® Reagent
(Promega KK., Wisconsin, USA)& Iz, 10 5 L7k ~A /7L — ) —%—
(ARVO X2, Perkin Elmer, Inc., Waltham, USA) TiL 3 2 I E L. Firefly
luciferase DIEMZBIE L7z, £ D, 50 uL @ Dual-Glo® Stop & Glo® Reagent
(Promega KK., Wisconsin, USA) /%, 10 5%z~ A 72— K —%—T
(B3N AMIE L, Renilla luciferase OIEM: 2 HIE L7z,

Fold induction (% Firefly luciferase D&MD HHE LD RLU ZHV, ROFHE

RXPOLEE L,
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Fold induction =% 7 = /L ® luciferase @ RLU /AKX BE D luciferase D) RLU

FERAETFERIZEI L ClX. Renilla luciferase (rLuc) DOIEMNHH/ S LD RLU & H

W, ROFFEANSEH L7,

AR (%)= (%7 =/L® rLuc ® RLU /AR RO tLuc O -4 RLU) x 100

ETO/REWEIZONT 12 BET 3 ERBRL, BT LG50 7 Fold
inducton D FHJE K OIRHERZ=E (SD) &M L7,

FEAGEYE T E ERYIC OECD TG442D & [EfEE L. Fold induction 7% 1.5 % k[l
Sl EBBEEL L. B o & HEV Fold induction OfE% Imax & L7z,

Fold induction 73 1.5 & 72 2 HEERE A ECL.5 & L, T EXNSEHL

7’:,
—o

ECl5=c+ {(1.5-d)/(b—d)} x (a—rc)

Z 2T (a, b) BEXO (c. d) 1%, Foldinduction 728 1.5 % k[a] 5 & /N % X Fold

induction 7% 1.5 Z T 5 & KIZALE T %5 (HE. Fold induction) % £ iZ 1137,
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AUG 7' vt — 4% — DR O
Cinnamic aldehyde |Zxf L C RAF 72 )&% 7~ L 72 PHK 16-0b &% T CHO % H >,
FHMARIZ 3 FEFH O pGL3-ARE-AUG #ZNEN KT A7 =7 v a v Lz, i

PISA DA BE U Cldfs TR OME & REEDSHE L Lz,

OECD TG442D EAireR M E % VW - — BRI RITIIT D B
Cinnamic aldehyde |Z%f L T B4F 72 R &7~ L7z PHK 16-0b 2 Y CHO % AV,
PHK 16-0b Z#f5E£ & L72KFIZ Imax 23/ b & < . ECL5 D& bK< 72> 72 pGL3-
ARE-AUG200 # L R—% —#EzFDa A 527 & LTHWE, OECD
TG442D iR AW E 1L Table 15 (2R L7z 10 W& % V=,
FNUSORBREMIT L CINE COLRMERFT L FEICRR L. BEORER

& DOHEITECLS Z#HWT THo 7=,
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it SR
& EMRE DR FT

fig AR D IRFSHE R & Table 16 1277,

PHK16-0b % 7235412 ECL.5 13 1.5uM EEH S, & bIRLS o Tz,
Imax (COWTIX 128 LR S, &KRERLT

RUNT CHO & WS B IZmWEMERTRD bl /e, 20 2 O LA

BOBRFTTHAWT,

AUG 7 u£—% —DREE DR

AUG 7' v & — 2 —OEFEER OMBFHRE R 4 Table 17 127R77,

CHO TlI7'mE—X —Z X DFERDOEVITFRD 5N h -7z DD PHK 16-
0b TlL AUG200 # 7' mE—X—|ZH\5 & ECLS 2 1.5uM EEH Sk b IK

<. Imax (X 12.8 LEH N, ZeRKERLTZ,,

OECD TG442D &R HWE 2 AW —BE R RIZB T 2R HE
OECD TG442D Hitrezd AWE 2 - — @B MHEF RIS 1T 5 HRE i ks 5
% Table 18 {2779, CHO K UPHK 16-0b D EH 6 2B EMEEIC LTZHBETH

AH M AYE O BAVEMHIEIT TG442D L &8 L, BiEé -7~ 6 WHEIZ
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BH L C CHO #ifa % FV\7=554E ECL.5 13 2M'E Reference range N & 72V | PHK
16-0b (ZB L CTix 6 B H Ethylene glycol dimethacrylate, Methyldibromo
gultaronitrile, 4- (Methylamino) phenol sulfate % U} 2,4-Dinitro chrolobenzene @ 4
¥'E B L C ECL.5 | Reference range M & 72 ¥ | Cinnamiyl alchol % OV 2-

Mercaptbenzothiazole @ 2 #)’&E (Z B L TlX Reference range % F[E] > 7=,
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FE®

& FEHMIC PHK 16-0b 2 AV, ARE XN AUG ' £ —# — (BEEE 200) %

BTAHLUR—F—FF7ZAI REHWAHZ & T OECD TG442D & [GlkE D H| Efk 5

DEF BTz, ARRECR TIEMinEME S RIFHIFHI AR TH ¥ | E 7 aHdiiER

WE D BECL.5 ITEME L W HIK 7= 2 L b, f{E DD 5 R T R S RENE

Z ATl C & D AREMED VRIR S LTz,
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Table 13 List of host cell lines

i HEARTR

N ]

RS

SVIA6 JCRB Cell Bank
SVIIA3 JCRB Cell Bank

NCE16 JCRB Cell Bank
PSVKI1 JCRB Cell Bank
PHK16-0b JCRB Cell Bank
HeLa229 JCRB Cell Bank

JCRB1092
JCRB1091

JCRB0140
JCRB1093
JCRBO0141
JCRB9086

CHO RIKEN Cell Bank RCB0285

b hFESEEBERENEN T TF YA b
b b FESEEERAREN T T F A b
b hFESEEBERNEN T T TF YA b
b MBS BRI T F ) A b
b M AR TR BRI T F ) A b
b P ESHEE LR AR ARk

F v A =— AN DA Z — IR R AR
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Table 14 List of plasmide

75 AI RN Fur—X—EEE

ARE-AUG100 #7 100bp
ARE-AUG150 #9 150bp
ARE-AUG200 #9 200bp
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Table 15 List of use chemicals in transient reporter gene assay

WE 4 CAS TG429 #55%  TG442D #5 %
Isopropanol 67-63-0  Non-sensitiser ~ Negative
Salicylic acid 69-72-7  Non-sensitiser ~ Negative
Lactic acid 50-21-5  Non-sensitiser =~ Negative
Glycerol 56-81-5  Non-sensitiser ~ Negative
Cinnamyl alcohol 104-54-1 Sensitiser Positive
Ethylene glycol dimethacrylate 97-90-5 Sensitiser Positive
2-Mercaptbenzothiazol 149-30-4 Sensitiser Positive
Methyldibromo glutaronitrile 35691-65-7 Sensitiser Positive
4-(Methylamino)phenol sulfate 55-55-0 Sensitiser Positive
2,4-Dinitro-chlorobenzene 97-00-7 Sensitiser Positive
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Table 16 Sammary of host cell line decision

#ipm EC1.5(uM) Imax Imax FL
SVIA6 NC 15
SVIIA3 7.8 44
NCE16 13.4 678
PSVK1 3.5 77
PHK16-0b 1.5 617
HeLa229 NC NC
CHO 4.5 42806
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Table 17 Sammary of plasmid decision

CHO PHK 16-0b
5 23 Run EC1.5(uM) Imax EC1.5(uM) Imax

fE%fE | Y | SD | fEAIfE | 24 | SD | R | ¥ | SD | fEBIME | *E¥ | SD
1 2.0 5.0 2.7 4.5

ARE-AUGI100 2 3.1 43 | 3.1 6.1 5.7 | 0.6 1.3 1.8 | 0.8 5.5 52 | 0.6
3 7.8 5.9 1.4 5.6
1 2.6 4.6 33 5.2

ARE-AUG150 2 7.8 44 | 3.0 4.9 50 | 05 2.0 29 | 0.8 7.8 6.1 1.5
3 2.7 5.6 34 5.2
1 2.0 5.2 1.6 8.9

ARE-AUG200 2 3.6 45 | 3.0 5.6 56 | 04 1.2 1.5 | 03 15.7 12.8 | 3.5
3 7.8 6.0 1.8 13.8

101




Table 18 Summary of transient reporter gene assay using CHO cell line and PHK 16-0b

cell line
TG442D CHO PHK 16-0b
EC1.5 EC1.5 EC1.5
Proficiency substances
HITE | Reference HIE HIE
SCHERAE Mean | SD Mean | SD

range
Isopropanol N >1000 NC N NC [ NC | N NC | NC
Salicylic acid N >1000 NC N NC | NC | N NC | NC
Lactic acid N >1000 NC N NC | NC | N NC | NC
Glycerol N >1000 NC N NC | NC | N NC | NC
Cinnamy!l alcohol P 25-175 123.6 P 286 | 137 P 209 | 6.2
Ethylene glycol dimethacrylate P 5-125 57.4 P 153 | 6.7 P 159 | 10.7
2-Mercaptbenzothiazol P 25-250 48.1 P 413 [187] P 21.1 | 1.1
Methyldibromo glutaronitrile P <20 7.8 P 1.8 1 P 3.7 1.5
4-(Methylamino)phenol sulfate P <125 9.4 P 1.5 | 03 P 14 |1 04
2,4-Dinitro-chlorobenzene P <12.5 2.5 P 1.2 | 0.5 P 04 | 0.1
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3-3 REERBFROBEEOLERBRZ AV ICRBRIEDORTE

XU ®IZ
3-2 THELNET e —4 —OEERSIOE I R O K#E e E EMidoEaetd
ZICH L TCEERBREEZER L (ER L= ERBER LR L7238 % % a-Sens

AT T OVERERHIE 21T - T,

e L s
==y
M L 72 L3 % Table 19 127,
ARHFZE Tl KeratinoSens™ (DB-ALM, 2013) OfigkfE/NY 57— 3 > THW
LIV 19 WE. F2tE 9 MEOEF 28 WEH W, & TO(LFWE OB
|Z 1% Dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO, FUJIFILM Wako Pure Chemical Corporation, Osaka,

Japan) % N7z,

a-Sens assay 7z DRHRL/ERL
322 DFER LRI N7 T F YA METH D PHK 16-0b (JCRB cell bank,
Osaka, Japan) Zfg Eflfa L L CTHW,

#MAEIX HKGS (Thermo Fisher Scientific K. K., Massachusetts, USA) % & ¢» Epi-Life
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Bt (Thermo Fisher Scientific K. K., Massachusetts, USA) % V>, 37°C. 5% CO»
FRHR T CTHERF L 72,

ARE-Nrf2 /X2 = A OIEFELZBET 5 LA —F —BzFEAAO L F U
ANVANRY B —5 BRI 572D\, 32 TIRELTIEREDT v M ou-globulin

(AUG) 7'm&— % — (Takeyoshi et al., 2003) . antioxidant response element (A
RE: 5-TGGTCGCAAGGTGTGCAAGCTGCTGAGTCACCCTGACTGCATCAACC
CCAGGAGCT-3) U Firefly luciferase i#fx¥ % pLVSIN (Takara Bio Inc., Sh
iga Japan) (21 A L. pLVSIN-ARE-AUG-Luc Z1Efl U7, £7-MfazMtz e
THLR—F—BLETEANADOL T UANARY X —5ERIT 57912, Thy
midine kinase (TK) 7'®E—% —}K O Renilla luciferase (rLuc) % pLVSIN (Z
fE A L. pLVSIN-TK-rLuc & {ERL L 7=,

FVR—F —BInFEARDO LV F T 4 )V A7 Z—|J pLentiviral High Titer
Packaging Mix (Takara Bio Inc., Shiga, Japan) % i\ CT{E#L L 7z, pLVSIN-ARE-
AUG-Luc % L < I& pLVSIN-TK-rLuc & packaging mix % TransIT®-293 Transfection
#X3 (Takara Bio Inc., Shiga, Japan) % V> C Lenti-X™ 293T #fifid (Takara Bio Inc.,
Shiga, Japan) ~EFRFHZC N T AT =2 v a Lz, NIV AT 27 v a LIl
faz 37C. 5% CO» ZZFASK T T 48 FefiliEae Lz, £ OBREEIR LIEZTE L,

DISMIC-25AS filter (0.44 pm, Toyo Roshi Kaisha Ltd., Tokyo, Japan) % > CHiifd
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T7VEREL, AEIKEZME~OREROD 4 VA E L THWE,
ARE-AUG-Luc & L < I TK-rLuc AT D720DD L F 0T 4 VAT B —%

PHK 16-0b (Z/&% X+, 50 pg/mL Hygromycin B Gold (InvivoGen, CA, USA) K&

2.5 pg/mL of puromycin (Thermo Fisher Scientific K. K., Massachusetts, USA) % &

CelEHT 7 ARG L. HHPE Lo iifia 2 BRIV 72,

Mitochondrial reductase &t % 1512 & L 72 MR LB K O Renilla luciferase D
BREVEHEZ TR L LM RER O ik

OECD TG442D (28T HB5MExt #E CTd % Cinnamic aldehyde (FUJIFILM
Wako Pure Chemical Corporation, Osaka, Japan) %, KeratinoSens™ % UF LuSens T
MW 53TV % Mitochondrial reductase 1& M2 F84E & U 7o Ml ia E14 aBR Ot 5 )
O Renilla luciferase DEREIEME A FEEE & Lo Hilam e OfE R & ik L7,
AHFFETIL, Mitochondrial reductase &4 4 F51E & L 7o M@z malBriL, 76k 6
& < HW BT & 7= Methylthiazolyl tetrazolium (MTT) assay & [FIEEDFER %155
Z L I3TZE % Cell Counting Kit-8 (CCK-8, Dojindo, Osaka, Japan) % H\>% Water
Soluble Tetrazolium salts-8 (WST-8) assay % i L 7=,

Cinnamic aldehyde (% 20mM DMSO {&i& & Ak 2 TEMEAR L7214, AifassE

FAOEEH T 50 FARL7-, flEiX96 7 =/LdO7 L — MIZ 2X10° cells/mL DOl
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AERRIEIR 100pL/ ™7 = /LIEFE L (20000 cells/well) | 24 BRI AT L 7=, AIREE%.
Cinnamic aldehyde ® DMSO #RiK 44 7 = /L 100 pL 200 % ., 24 FrfIEEE L
72 BARXTFRC&H % DMSO % Cinnamic aldehyde & [RERDJiEiL CRIFZICIZ<S EE L
7o BEEKL, &V VOEERZRE L, MIEEEAOREHT 5 FICHFRLE
CCK-8 24 7 = /L{Z 100uL "2z 72, 37°C | 5% CO, ZFHK T C 1 KeffiEE
L7tk ~A 7 a7 L— kU —4— (ARVO X2, Perkin Elmer, Inc., Waltham, USA)

T 450nm DR T OWICE 2 HBIE LT,

MIETER (%)= 57 = /L OGRS IR 0O ST SEEE X 100

Renilla luciferase (rLuc) OiE M2 FEIEIC L7 MIRALEZRIZE L T, rLuc OIEMH

MHESGNS RLU W, ROFHEXNLEH L,

HRAETER (%)= (&7 =/L® rLuc ® RLU /AR O rLuc D) RLU) x 100

% D 1% . Mitochondrial reductase /EMEAFEZ & LMl EmMRABE OB REL N a-
Sens (Z¥31F % Renilla luciferase DERGIEM: 2 Fo1Z & L /- Ml EaMaBR DS R 2 It

L7, BHFAIEEZRSG A, IC50 fEIXFEH#ENT Y 7 U = 7 (Graphpad PRISM
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version 6.02, Graphpad software Inc., CA, USA) Z W TEH L 7=,

a-Sens assay

ETO(LFWEIL 200mM  DMSO ¥R 2 s Rk AL 2 T 12 IREBPERIR L
7otk FRRESEE A OBEHLC 50 fE AR L7z,

MAIE 96 U =L ® 7 L — b (#136102, Thermo Fisher Scientific K. K.,
Massachusetts, USA) |Z 2 X 10° cells/mL O HBAAERETE 100ul/v = /LEEFE L (20000
cells/well) , 24 FF[EIATIGER L7, AIEEE . {LFWE O DMSO Flikz 5 7 = /v
100 uL 000 2, 24 FRfEERE L7 (FEIREE: 2000 pM to 0.977 uM with 1% DMSO)
ARSI T 5 DMSO bALFWE L RO THRME L, MIiaiciZ<EL
7o

&7 VO ZFRE L, 50 uL @ Dual-Glo® Reagent (Promega KK., Wisconsin,
USA)Z %, 10 3 L7=tk~A 7 17 L — kU —%—(ARVO X2, Perkin Elmer, Inc.,
Waltham, USA) T3 2 I 7E L | Firefly luciferase DIEMEZBIE LT, & D%,
50 uL. @ Dual-Glo® Stop & Glo® Reagent (Promega KK., Wisconsin, USA) Z /1 %,
10 3%~ A 7 a7 L— ) =X —T{LFRENZBE L, Renillaluciferase DIE
P2 JIE Lz,

ARE-Nrf2 /XA = A OIEMAGZ RS Firefly luciferase DIEMHEIZ I > TH LI

107



% Relative Light Unit (RLU) %, [Rl— 7 = /L DA MI% % <9 Renilla luciferase ™
EHEIC > THE OIS RLU TRTZ & T, Ao CE®L L7 RLU 7720
% normalized RLU (nRLU) Z & H L 7=,

Z D%, IDOID> 5 normalized ARE Activity (nAA) ZEHH L7z,

nAA = %7 = /L ® nRLU /B BB O ) nRLU

Fold induction (% Firefly luciferase DIEMEN D& 615 RLU Z VWV, IROFHE

MHEH LT,

Fold induction =45 = /L @ Firefly luciferase ® RLU /#EAKK R D Firefly luciferase

DL RLU

FORAETERIZES L ClE. Renilla luciferase (rLuc) DiEMNHH S5 RLU & H

W, ROFRFzNSEM LT,

HRAETER (%)= (&7 =/L® rLuc ® RLU /AR O rLuc D) RLU) x 100

E2TOEWEICHOVWT RBETIEREL, FRBETELNTEHZKN nAA &
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MW TESER FEHERZE (SD) 25 H L,

RBAEMHIEDT-DDRBEH v M7 DERE
BED Y A 73R K nAA Db EWEEYE DK nAAR2SD L L, E k

DREAEMET =2 & —BR (%) PEbEROEEZER LT,

a-Sens, KeratinoSens™ } T" LuSens O FHI¥5 & Lk

Cooper statistics (Cooper et al., 1979) (2L V. a-Sens O sensitivity (LLNA & L
<l FOTFT—% OGHEMEIZRT 5 o-Sens DIEMHEME DOEIE) | specificity
(LLNA & L<iZt FDOT —Z OEWEIZ T 5 o-Sens DFZHEME OEIE) Kk

N accuracy (2B O —E3R) #HH L7z, KeratinoSens™ & O LuSens & [FlEE(Z

BH L,
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it SR
Mitochondrial reductase &4 # f81R & U 7o Ml E 4 3BR & OF Renilla luciferase D
BREEEZRE L L MBS R o i

OECD TG442D D [51%:xtR#Y)'E T & % Cinnamic aldehyde (Z%f L C, WST-8 %
AW Az BR ORE R & O rluc OERBIEME 2 FEIE & L 7o Mo s iR O RS
RO A Fig. 12 1R LT,

rLuc DEREJEMEZFHE & L7l B B oS R, 1C50 1% 61.9uM EHH X
AL, 200uM (2B W TIE, MIRRAFRIZ0.9% TH -7,

—7F5 . WST-8 Z H W\ 7= Ml i d MR O fE 5 T 200uM (23T 50%% 15

MR TH -T2 IC50 ITBH S e o7,

a-Sens assay
o-Sens D, HH &h72 nAA % Table 20 % (N Fig.13 (2R L=, FERRAEM:
FEtEE D F K nAA 1% 0.85-1.32 OFiF & 72 0 | B ERAEMEGEDE D& K nAA

13 1.76-26.42 O&LF L 72 - 7,
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BRI DD DREN v b A7

B E BT D BB RN E D — B3 & Table 21 (277 LTz,

R B RA B Fa ) P i K nAA (1.32)+2SD (=1.57). % EES 1.6 01 v b4
7L L, BRERIEEHIED—&FiT e FOF —H 2% L TIE 100%, LLNA
(KL T 96.4% L2 Vb —BEBE L Rololzdh, 1.6 ZARMIEICH T DA

Wy hAT7ELTHREL,

a-Sens, KeratinoSens™ }% T} LuSens O FHI¥5 & Lk

a-Sens, KeratinoSens™ & O LuSens D #t 5% Table 22 12 % & ¥, KFREBREICE
7% LLNA X't b ®OF —ZZxt9 % accuracy, sensitivity & U8 specificity % 5
L. Table23 iZF L 7=,

LLNA (Z%f9 % a-Sens @ accuracy, sensitivity & (¥ specificity |3 71LE 41 96.4%.
95.0%K% T* 100.0% L FiH &, & hOT—2 2% LTIEET 100% & 22> 72,
KeratinoSens™ ~Ci&, LLNA |Z%9 % accuracy, sensitivity & U\ specificity X% 41
T 89.3%, 85.0%M T 100.0%LFH S, & hOTF—ZIZxLTidEnth
92.9%. 89.5% &% Y 100.0% & B H X172, — 75, LuSens, LLNA (Z%}3" % accuracy,
sensitivity & O" specificity IZZ4E 41 89.3%. 90.0%& N 87.5% L HH X, & |k

DT —H X L THIZNEI 92.9%, 94.7%K N 88.9% & B H Sz,
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xL®

322 THOLNIREREFEIL, 77 F 2 A - OIEME & ORI M % (R REEE
AT RE 72 2 E R BAE & IV 72 3Bk 5% a-Sens Z BH%E L7z, a-Sens |32 JEREAEMEFE
D725, ARE-Nrf2 /X2 7 = A OIEMAL & A IE CIEE LS 2 8 7= 22 3l
s3F A — % —normalized ARE Activity (nAA) %A L7-, KK LLNA (2%
% accuracy, sensitivity } O¥ specificity IZZ4LEH 96.4%.,  95.0% % U} 100.0% &
BHIN, B hOT—ZIZH LTERT100%E 720 . BEFO KE-2 RERIETH
% KeratinoSens™ J U8 LuSens & t# LS E T o7, FoAREITMaHEES
FERHZHE T 27O PRSI ETH YV . BEfF KE-2 &RBRiE &t LS{E T

Hol,
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Table 19 Chemicals used in this study

LLNA
Chemical CASRN Source Human data’
Result (EC3)
Oxazolone 15646-46-5 SIGMA P(0.0028)* P
5-Chloro-2-methylisothiazolinone 26172-55-4  FLUKA P(0.01)? P
2,4-Dinitrochlorobenzene 97-00-7 TCI' P(0.049) P
4-Nitrobenzylbromide 100-11-8 TCI! P(0.1) P
4-Phenylenediamine 106-50-3 TCI' P(0.11) P
Glyoxal 107-22-2 TCI! P(0.7) P
4-Methylaminophenolsulphate 55-55-0 TCI! P(0.8)° P
Methyldibromo glutaronitrile 35691-65-7  FLUKA P(0.9/1.9) P
Cinnamic aldehyde 104-55-2 Wako? P(1.3) P
Isoeugenol 97-54-1 TCI! P(1.5) P
2-Mercaptobenzothiazole 149-30-4 FLUKA P(2.5) P
Tetramethylthiuramdisulfide 137-26-8 FLUKA P(3.1)° P
Sodium lauryl sulfate 151-21-3 FLUKA P(8.1)* N
Hexyl cinnamic aldehyde 101-86-0 Wako? P(9.9) P
Citral 5392-40-5 TCI! P(9.8) P
Eugenol 97-53-0 TCI' P(10.1)} P
Phenyl benzoate 93-99-2 TCI! P(13.6)° P
Cinnamyl alcohol 104-54-1 SIGMA P(21.0)} P
Imidazolidinyl urea 39236-46-9 SIGMA P(24.0)° P
Ethylene glycol dimethacrylate 97-90-5 TCI' P(32.9) P
Chlorobenzene 108-90-7 TCI' - N
Diethyl phthalate 84-66-2 TCI! - N
Glycerol 56-81-5 Wako? - N
Isopropanol 67-63-0 Wako? - N
Lactic acid 50-21-5 Wako? - N
Methyl salicylate 119-36-8 TCI' - N
Salicylic acid 69-72-7 TCI' - N
Sulfanilamide 63-74-1 TCI' - N

P: Positive, N: Negative

I: Tokyo Chemical Industry Co., Ltd., 2: FUJIFILM Wako Pure Chemical Corporation, *:DB-ALM,
2013, *: ICCVAM, 2009, °: Tzutzuy et al., 2014
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Table 20 Summary of the results of a-Sens

) Mean maximum  Cell viability
Chemical
nAA + SD (%)

Oxazolone 235 + 035 76.5
5-Chloro-2-methylisothiazolinone 245 + 0.29 57.7
2,4-Dinitrochlorobenzene 57 £ 1.58 52.6
4-Nitrobenzylbromide 1.75 + 0.05 71.2
4-Phenylenediamine 7.77 + 1.46 50.5
Glyoxal 244 + 03 57.1
4-Methylaminophenolsulphate 492 + 038 58.4
Methyldibromo glutaronitrile 341 + 0.72 76.5
Cinnamic aldehyde 1894 + 226 70.9
Isoeugenol 421 £ 0.16 65.1
2-Mercaptobenzothiazole 291 + 0.17 54.2
Tetramethylthiuramdisulfide 2.62 + 048 80.9
Sodium lauryl sulfate 1.06 = 0.13 87.1
Hexyl cinnamic aldehyde 277 + 0.19 77.3
Citral 546 + 1.03 77.2
Eugenol 27 + 0.52 63
Phenyl benzoate 1.89 = 0.1 61.7
Cinnamyl alcohol 8.08 £ 0.19 54.3
Imidazolidinyl urea 2.82 £ 0.44 80
Ethylene glycol dimethacrylate 2642 += 5.72 56.1
Chlorobenzene 0.85 + 0.14 102.6
Diethyl phthalate 1.32 + 0.13 67.4
Glycerol 1.15 + 0.23 102.1
Isopropanol 1.07 += 0.18 104.5
Lactic acid 1.18 + 0.2 83.5
Methyl salicylate 1.31 £ 0.13 105.3
Salicylic acid .11 + 0.18 98.8
Sulfanilamide 099 + 0.12 94.7
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Table 21 Determination of the optimal cutoff for o-Sens

Correct outcome (%) obtained by the nAA cutoff value
>12 >13 >14 =15 >1.6 =17 2>1.8 =219 2>2.0

vs. LLNA 893 893 964 964 964 964 893 821 82.1
vs. Human data 929 929 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 929 893 893

Bold type: Optimal cutoff criterion
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Table 22 Summary of the outcomes in the a-Sens, KeratinoSens™ and LuSens

Chemical LLNA!  KeratinoSens™! LuSens? Human a-Sens
data?
Oxazolone P P P P P
5-Chloro-2-methylisothiazolinone P P P P P
2,4-Dinitrochlorobenzene P P P P P
4-Nitrobenzylbromide P P P P P
4-Phenylenediamine P P P P P
Glyoxal P P P P P
4-Methylaminophenolsulphate P P P P P
Methyldibromo glutaronitrile P P P P P
Cinnamic aldehyde P P P P P
Isoeugenol P P P P P
2-Mercaptobenzothiazole P P P P P
Tetramethylthiuramdisulfide P P P P P
Sodium lauryl sulfate P N N N N
Hexyl cinnamic aldehyde P P P P P
Citral P P P P P
Eugenol P N P P P
Phenyl benzoate P N N P P
Cinnamyl alcohol P P P P P
Imidazolidinyl urea P P P P P
Ethylene glycol dimethacrylate P P P P P
Chlorobenzene N N N N N
Diethyl phthalate N N N N N
Glycerol N N N N N
Isopropanol N N N N N
Lactic acid N N N N N
Methyl salicylate N N P N N
Salicylic acid N N N N N
Sulfanilamide N N N N N

P: Positive, N: Negative
: DB-ALM, 2013, 2: Tzutzuy et al., 2014
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Table 23 Comparison of predictive performance of a-Sens, KeratinoSens™, and LuSens

a-Sens KeratinoSens™ LuSens
VS' LLNA .o, . . .o, . . .o, . .
Positive  Negative Positive Negative Positive ~ Negative
Positive 19 1 17 3 18 2
LLNA ]

Negative 0 8 0 8 1 7
Sensitivity (%) 95.0 85.0 90.0
Specificity (%) 100.0 100.0 87.5
Accuracy (%) 96.4 89.3 89.3

a-Sens KeratinoSens™ LuSens
vs. Human data — - — - — -
Positive  Negative Positive Negative  Positive  Negative
Positive 19 0 17 2 18 1
Human

Negative 0 9 0 9 1 8
Sensitivity (%) 100.0 89.5 94.7
Specificity (%) 100.0 100.0 88.9
Accuracy (%) 100.0 92.9 92.9

Sensitivity (%) = TP/(TP+FP) X 100.
Specificity (%) =TN/(TN+FN) X 100.

Accuracy (%) =(TP+TN) / (TP+FP+TN+FN) X 100.

TP: True positive, FP: False positive, TN: True negative, FN: False negative.

117



1501

100+

Cell viability (%)
i

|
3125 625 125 25 50 100 200
Concentration (uM)

Fig. 12 Comparison of the outcome of cytotoxicity tests of cinnamic aldehyde using the reporter
gene assay and the mitochondrial reductase activity
Open circle: cell viability based on mitochondrial reductase activity, closed circle: cell viability

based on Renilla luciferase activity.
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Fig. 13 Dose-related changes in nAA of chemicals
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The a-Sens cell line was treated with different concentrations of each chemical for 24h.

Broken line: Cut off (nAA=1.6)
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(a) Phenyl benzoate
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Fig. 14 Dose-related changes in fold induction, nAA and cell viability in o-Sens
The a-Sens cell line was treated with different concentrations of phenyl benzoate, methyl salicylate
(a), and methyldibromo glutaronitrile (b) for 24h.

Open circle: cell viability, closed circle: fold induction of transcriptional activity (left) or nAA

(right).
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3-4 /NFE

AR, BU OALBESHHNIC VT, BME# OB LB ER A Ei L7
Bt b S BU BN CTIRGET 5 Z & 388 IR &7z (EU, 2013) , £ D72,
B % ST E O R REAEE 2 3T 2 FIEOBENERIC /- C
W5, B A VR WMEEE O BB IR EMERRBRIE L, OECD 22 38 %) Sii- 2
JERAENED AOP 12124 DD KE D HH 1 DDHE I A—=LTWN5D,

BETF O KE-2 ZFFfli§ 52 BE L LT OECD TG 442D &7t > T\ 5%
KeratinoSens™ & ' LuSens (OECD, 2018) 238 % 73, Z 4L 5 D FRERIEIL(ARRNE K&
OB L HIE SN D2MERH Y | BIERE EOMBEEET 2, S HICKRRBRT
AW AEZIRET DO MREEZ 3 2 720 BN PR A LS L,
REEBRIZBNTH T T F 7 A b OIEHAL & I3RNCia B REBR A 3 2 LEER
HVIEMETH D, £ T, & h~ORIEWY A 7RO 72912 K0 &fEE O
ERREBEDOHB NN L 725> TN D,

% Z CH & (3 Dual luciferase & VN, 77 F / 1k OIEMEAL & MRz 2 [F]
FREET A T RE 72 kS FE D (B 22 FT R in vitro FEJE A EMERRBRIE DBR%E & 3 7 7,

I 7B, Firefly luciferase (Photinus pyralis FA3) % AV C ARE-Nrf2 |2 X % #x
BIEM A3 U, Renillaluciferase (Renilla reniformis H3) % N CHEfaFM: % [F]

R L 72,
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OECD TG442D D5t FE#)'E CTd 5 Cinnamic aldehyde Z#BRE & L T
mitochondrial reductase 1&1%# 4 815 & U 7= Wl 314 3RS 2 ) O Renilla luciferase
(rLuc) DERGIEMEZ R L Lol m s R A ki L2 2 A, tLuc @
R GYEME A fEE & L7 ifn s s BR O 3. 1C50 1% 61.9uM & EH S 41, 200uM
(BT, MIAEFRIZ09% Th oz, LNLARREL, WST-8 & AV 7oz
FMERBR OFE R TIE 200uM (2B T 50%% _E[E D MAEFRTH - 72720 1C50
IFEH SN0 - 72 (Fig 12),

SR EHEICRIT D 2 S oMiaEMERER O R RO BFAE RS — L.
Mitochondrial reductase {&ME 2 F51E & L 7= Mifa B E3KBR 23 luciferase V& 1E & 1% &
L 7o iz sk & bt LT, ARE OVEM 4 luciferase DFEEL L~V TEHM$ %
Bz & RAEMERBRIC H B4 59, Mitochondrial reductase ODiF 1 CHIMIFRM: 2 24T
T5H2EMD, MROBRTFHEIARINIEEL KT THREELEL KL
RN AR LT, T EREED Z L& Mertl et al (2019 HHE L TWD, L
7235 T, luciferase OFBLLFEIEIC LIolREERBRZEA T2 L13, £F
WE DR DR BIEMEIC 5 2 D BL EEICKMT 5 Z ENAIEETH L L E X
b7z,

BEfF KE-2 #BR{E KeratinoSens™ <° LuSens & V572 ARE-Nrf2 luciferase

assay X, AR THWOLHEZRET 270 DICARHER & 13N FEREr s LT
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WST-8 X° MTT assay & V- 7= mitochondrial reductase #&1 % F1E & L 7= iR E 0k
AR A ERT 520, 2D DOFEITEREOMIADOIRAEZ S L TV,

ITHE, Mertl et al. (2019)i% ARE-Nrf2 OJEHEZRET D LR — % —BIETT »
¥ A % NanoLuc T. #HIEAEAFR % Firefly luciferase D&M THIE S % Dual-
Luciferase % Fi\ 72 J2 JEREAEMERRBRIE 2 F O C R SR T O BRERAEMEE D A
V== T aHRELTND,

—45 T, & 1T Firefly luciferase }2 1 Renilla luciferase % I\ 7= Dual-Luciferase
ZEICBBTERA L2, B bolA & LT, ARE IZ X DEREEMZ | luciferase
IR L UCHRIE L2 AMAaE CIEHE U CRBIAEME 2 354 L 72,

Renilla luciferase DIFMEIT. (LFEWE S OEEIFMEICE 2 2 RICEE S
DT, PR E D ARE-Nrf2 (2 X D8R BTEMIC G 2 2 BERO B L Kk LT
W5, o T, Bx IFAMIBIZEIT 5 ARE-Nrf2 OIEMEILIC KX AERBIEMEA IE L
< FHEIZ T D 72912, Renilla luciferase DiFMEAEIE &b L 7=l CHERE(L+
HFTZRFHM AT A—F —ThHDHnAA EBREL, HEALK,

KeratinnoSens™ D fiisk[#] /N U 7 —3 2 > TRER SN 28 OME #RABR L7= &
=5, BERAEMEEME OB O K nAA 13 0.85-1.32 D& & 72 0 | R RERAEN:
Bt OWE DB K nAA 13 1.76-26.42 & 72> 7= (Table 20),

X 512 o-Sens & AWTZRAEMHIED - D DI/ v NA T HRET H720
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IZ LLNA X't b DT —ZIZKktT 5 —8eEAZ R H Lz, ERE L CORERIEE
RRMEOYE DK nAA+2SD Th 5 1.57 % kD 1.6 i v hA 7 & LT
RELZ, ZOWy AT ERAWZEEO LLNA X't hOTF —Z x4 5 —%
FITENZEI 964 KT 100.0% & 72> 7= (Table 21)

o-Sens, KeratinoSens™ & (8 LuSens @ LLNA KOt O F —Z(Zxt4 5
accuracy (%). sensitivity (%) &% O\ specificity (%) % Table23 (% & 7=, Fox M#Hr
722 BA%E L 7= F51% LLNA (2% % accuracy (%). sensitivity (%)% O specificity
(YT ZIZEI 96.4%., 95.0%K% N 100% & EH Zi, B hoOT—HIZx L Ciie
T 100%& 72> 7=,

ARG TIL, o-Sens Tld nAA Z % Z & T KeratinoSens™ J O} LuSens T
Al & 72 > 7= % Mk L8 T & | LuSens THABE & 72 o 72 Methyl salicylate %
Pt & | T & 72(Fig. 14a), M2 T, [ L < Dual-Lucferase % FH\ 7= Mertl et al.
(2019)D F1ETAREM: & 72 - 72 Methyldibromoglutaronitril % B4 & | E T & 7=
(Fig. 14b), o-Sens |23 F % Methyldibromoglutaronitril o B E 1%, Firefly
luciferase @ Fold inducton DA THHMELHETE 22 &b, LAR—4 —&B
FORERD LSIIBEFEMRICELI DO THDL EEZ BT,

Fex OFERIT nAA ZAVD Z LT KE2 REREL D L XY ROTHKEE

ThHhHIEEZREBLTWS, BiZ, BEfF® OECD TG IZIX# =T\ 5D
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KeratinoSens™ & X LuSens & Eift L. ARE 12 & #5575 K& OSHRA EE M % [F) B
(B ET 5 72D E»ORBREA N E L 2o T,

Otake et al 1%, FEZEMZ L <EH XN TV 5 Isocyanates & x5 & LT, LLNA
B E RV VR EREEERBR AR O AT IMOBROLE L, —H D
W)'’E T in vitro B T 5 h-CLAT (OECD TG442E) (OECD, 2016) (2R L T4
Ptz R L7z 2 & DA RHEIZ 3oV TRUEME TR EE 238/ Nl S U - IR T h
ST EHE LTS, KR E LT Isocyanates D& WUNEZ 280, B IEES
ARAWTHHE L ZAEELKBHEHEEZRLZ &6, ML IS 5L
NP O Mg ¥ N7 B ERGITRIS LT Z L MBREIEOHED—K & 7
ST-AREMEZFER L T\ 5 (Otakeetal,2018), Z D Z &%, fMfaz A2 KE-
20RBIEIZBNWTHREIN I DT ENBEZOND, BEFD KE-2 RERIEN MG
BREOEMEFANDDIZK L, Fexr OFETIIME LS £ 720 Epi-Life iz
HNTNWDLT7eD, 2O XD REEZT 22 NI TE 5, S HICHIRERT
WHBIZER SN AU VIMGEZRWRNWZ CITEMEZEO S THLRIEANH D,

L7e3 o T, Fx OBA% L7z o-Sens [LEE D THIEE DRV in vitro &

EAEMERBRIE TH D EEA BN,
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VEME DR AR A KR OV @A LIERE ICEHEETH D,

WA, REREMZ EEMICTHMECE . B E#ORE T H#EN7Z Local
Lymph Node Assay (LLNA, OECD TG429) 723BH% &H. Bz fv 5 BERAE
PERBRICIE W TIIE —BIRE o TH Y, HAMICHASHHAIATVD, &
D2, BEFEOB S LEMW E AW W ERERTE O BR K OVATEL N EFRIL L
TEY ., BB CIIELRBITIIRARER b OO, FTF O K JERAEMEFER 2 B
D& RREITEDE AR WERBROR A~ EBITT MU > TN D,

LFE D F~DOF EMERE 2 B S 5 72D TBRIE O L AT L
TV ARV ala=h—varPRBETHDL, ZOHOY—)L e LT, [EEH
B2 X - TED BT Globally Harmonized System of Classification and Labelling
of Chemicals (GHS) 723&H v, #HFRFTILSFIHENA TS (UN, 2019), GHS
TITR R OWTE, RERIEMEZF T 2RO H2WEICEA L TIEK
gl eI, TORTHMOEIEEDEIZX D 1A, € OMOREIEEYE

XX 1B EHIX Ay S5, Z O IZE LTk OECD TG406 & O OECD
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FORERASTLHTZOICHIFFICHARRIERE 2D,
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Too ZTHERERT D720, T E TIZHH A 1L RI 2 AV 720y LLNA:BrdU-ELISA
% BH% (Takeyoshi et al.,2001), 7 A M %A K71 fbL (OECD,2018), BEIC
ERALsNTWD, LarL722 5, LLNA:BrdU-ELISA (% GHS #li X5y 0 JE#E3
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ZZE T, BE VDR ERIEERBR OB Z H T CE 0, BE A
RV ERAEMRBRICOIREEN H o7, TE TICHZ S 4L OECD TGk #u
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L, ARBRICBNTH T 7 F A FOiEE & IFNICaEERER A T 5
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2% U I R EME R BR S & L CEEMEDOE VW LLNA 25 L& B E o

W

2R T L — R BRE DB 21TV, BEOICX LTI r 7 F /%
Ak OIEMEAL & M & [FIRERE M AT AR 72 5818 5> > TS B 0 @& O in vitro
B & RAEMERRBRIE DOBIR 217V BUERMEMERBIEOBAMEL LR T2 2L T
TG OFRE ORI & R AT,

LLNA : BrdU-ELISA % F\ 7 GHS MiX/3 D EIEOFRE & MEETIL, #iic/e
GHS #IX 3 EHETH D ECL6 fH. 6%% R L. LLNA & GHS kR E D
BRI, K9 1A KUK IBIZENEN 923% KT 84.2% L HH S 4L, X577 1A
CBELTEME TN HTHY, vV RADORMMIZ K> THERPERD 2-
Mercaptbenzothiazole % F&ITIEX 4% 1 A O—EHRIL 100% & 7o 7-, S SR
T H CBA/J ¥~ 7 A% 7= LLNA : BrdU-ELISA 7> 515 54172 EC1.6 & AV
THGEE L7/ #. LLNA & @ GHS 233O —E3 (X GHS X4 1A & X GHS X457
1B EH 5 H—B=RIT 100%E 72D | A#FFE TR E L 72 LLNA:BrdU-ELISA O¥7-
72 GHS #iX 53 ¥ (GHS X453 1A:EC1.6<6%, GHS X4} 1B:EC1.6>6%) %, GHS
AMXICEARETH L LB X b,

LLNA ZJEH L72#HET L F— MR BREOBR CIX, UV BRI RIE
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fili (A7 w7 3) D3RT v TINOERINDIEEM LLNA 5% L7, BA%E
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RIZ, FexlET 7F 7 A b OTEEAL & a2 [RIREZ U8R FTRE 28T #
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N DIEHEAL & MR 2 RIRHC B ATRE CTd 572, BEFFR O KE-2 RERIE T
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L7385 T, Fex OBFE LTz a-Sens ITEAEENOBELRABRIETCH L LEXD
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ARFFEAEIZ LV . LLNA:BrdU-ELISA % F\ 7= i 72 GHS fll[X 0y D F: %

BETLHILNATE, FHOMRMEZRT I ENTE I, ZIUT XY B
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